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George D. Smith, Pretty Prairvie.
Thomas L. GChase, Protection.
George A. Bruch, Randall
William C. Polley, Itepublic.
Harry S. Bearg, Robinson.
Josiah Crosby, St. Francis.
Harry D. Burke, Severy.
Henry ¥. Dodson, South Haven.
William J. Dehler, Sylvan Grove.
Jamee P. Kelley, White Cloud.
LOUTSIANA.
Teakle W. Dardenne, Plaquemine.
MISSOURL

Edward L. Potter, Advance.
John F. Patton, Albany.
Andrew Poe, Belle,
Edgar V. Prentiss, Bethany.
Nellie H. Hunter, Blairstown.
Charles I.. Canaday, Blythedale.
William J. Jackson, Bourbon.
Anna C. Gessler, Buckner.
Nathan C. Hickcox, California.
John C. Sanders, Carterville.
Ruth Thompson, Chula.
Charles C. Bishop, Clarence.
Bettie C. Hubbard, Clarkton,
Webb Watking, Dexter.
George B. Sproule, Drexel.
Lena E. Reece, Elvins.
Harry P. Mason, Fayette.
Amelia C. Walters, Gorin.
Willlam A. Hendon, Granby.
Frank H. Caughell, Hermann.
Joseph J. Hoeken, Hillsboro.
Brose Dickerson, Iberia.
John Fleardelys, Ilasco.
Charley W. Mulinex, La Belle.
Charles E. Mayhall, Laddonia,
Arthur Aull, Lamar.
William H. Johnson, La Plata.
Jeremiah F. Poston, Leadwpet.
Charles C. Carter, Maysville,
Mary F. Stewart, Mendon.
Fay Webb, Miller.
Charles G. Le Compte, Pierce City.
Olive De Lisle, Portageville.
John A. Fields, Powersville.
Booker H. Rucker, Rolla.
Robert J. Mulford, Spickard.
Solon MeDaniel, Urich.
Harry B. Adkins, Weston.
NEW YORK.

Michael L. Boyle, Glens Falls.

NCRTH DAEOTA.
Augustus E. Ross, Agricultural College.
John H. Fallon, Alexander.
Arnt H. Bredley, Ambrose.
James N. McGogy, Ashley.
Mabelle C. Elgar, Bowman,
Selmer Erfjord, Buxton.
Fred A. Young, Courtenay.
Edwin O. Larson, Crosby.
Genevieve Gregor, Dawson.
Willlam H. Lenneville, Dickinson.
Cecil C. Chamberlain, Enderlin.
Dow 8. Thomson, Fairdale,
Lorenz ¥. Tavis, Glen Ullin.
Orna F. Leedy, Goodrich.
James H. McNicol, Grand Forks.
Benjamin L. Anderson, Grenora.

Forrest Daniel, Sykestown.
Edward P. Starr, Tower City.
Freda E. Johnson, Washburn.
Holly M. Beall, Wing.

SOUTH DAKOTA,
Harold R. Richardson, Arlington.
Marjorie A, Hazen, Canistota.
Thomas H. Ryan, Elk Point.
Louis W. Carter, Highmore.
“William ‘R. ‘Russell, Lake ‘Andes.
Laura Larsen, Lesterville.
John D. Haney, Mitchell.
Elmer R. Hill, Newell,
Edmund A. Barlow, Oacoma.
Inez G. Jones, -Oelrichs.
Walter H. Fergen, Parkston.
‘Elmer . Wilson, -Platte.
Hugh H. Gardiner, Ree Heights.
.Peder A. I, Hagen, Revillo.
George Fugate, St. Lawrence,
Fred C. Falkinburg, Scotland.
Paul J. Linster, Sisseton.
Bertha G. Moen, Toronto.
Orrin L. Starr, Tulare.
Carleta E.. Beard, Valley Springs.
Carl 0. Steen, Veblen.
Jessie A. Gerrits, Wentworth.
Will C. Bromwell, Wessington Springs.
Charles G. Kuentzel, White Rock.
Beatrice M. Dobson, Winfred.

TENNESSEE.

Mamie D. Phillips, Brighton,
Ethelpert C. Cross, Clinton.
James M. Searborough, Dover.
John M. Welech, Dukedom.
John C. Messamore, Fountain City.
Oliver Benton, Jackson.
Victor H. Williams, Jacksonville.
Aileene Pope, Jasper.
James P. Miller, Lafollette,
Alexander B. Miller, Limestone.
Jumes D. Daniel, Linden.
Hamuel D. Simpson, Loudon.
Etna M. Me@ormack, Lynehburg,
Hal P. Cotten, Rives.
Yictor C. Stafford, Sevierville.
TEXAE.
William* C. O'Bryan, Groveton.
WYOMING.
William W. Sproul, Casper.
Mertie E. Mifchell,” Hanna.
James A, Woods, Lingle.
VWalter ‘A. Olson, Luslk.

THOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Fripay, January 23, 1920.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N.-Couden, D. D., offered the:fol-

Jowing prayer :

“We thank "Thee, .cur Father in heaven, that the Christian-re-

‘ligion is coming to its own, since’it is mo lopger 'a riddle to_be
“golved bmt a life to Le lived.

“Metaphysies, speculative theology are fast passing; the
churches are getting together; conventionalities, forms, cere-
menies areTegarded only ‘as stepping stones.

‘Christ lives and is-abrood in the earth—illustrated by the Tted
Cross, the Christian Endeavor, the ‘Knights of ' Columbus, the

Balvation Army, and a thousand philanthropic eorganizations
whose object is'to throw-safeguards -ammdébe child;tenﬁgogix;g
< 5 men and young women, to save them Trom'the'hells s life
gﬁgﬁlﬁﬁ o) gg&?ﬁ:’-af%ﬁ?mwn and it ‘them for the life revealdd in the Jesus of Nazareth.
Leo E. Behan, Mohall. r'—Amen.
Ivah A. Miller, Nome. The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. and
Earl W. Spencer, Oberon. approved.
William J. Storie, Osnabrock.
James F. McQueen, Pembina.
William B, Brophy, Rhame.
Anthony J. Berger, Richardton,
John W. Campbell, Ryder.
Albert C, Grant, St. Thomas.
Monrad R. Thue, Stanton.

George D. Tripp, Hettinger.
Luzerne J. Bowen, Hope.

EFFICIENCY AND PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY AND COAST GUARD,

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I submit a . privi-
leged report from the Committee on Rules.

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kansas submits a privi-
leged report from-the’ Committee on Rules, wwhich will be read
by the Clerk.
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The Clerk read as follows:

The Commlttee on Rules, to which was referred H, Res. —,
gubmit a privileged report on said resolution with the recommendation
that it be adopted :

“Resolved, That fmmediately npon the adoption of this rule it shall
be in order for the Epeaker to recognize the Member in charge of
H. IL. 11927 to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill g
a bill * To increase the efficiency and personnel of the Navy and Coast
Guard through temporary provision of bonus or increased compensation,’
the general rules of the House to the contrary notwithstanding.”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from Kansas
certain that this is a privileged resolution?

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. He is.

Mr. BLANTON. If he was not, I wanted to reserve a point of
order on it. -

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The purpose of the rule is to
make it in order for the gentleman in charge of the bill re-
ferred to to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. The
bill is reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs——

Mr. BUTLER. Unanimously.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, Unanimously, as I am informed,
providing increased pay for certain men in the Navy. I under-
stand the higher officers, and, in faect, all the commissioned offi-
cers of the Navy are eliminated from the bill. It simply pro-
vides for enlisted men airfd petty officers.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman state why an important
measure of this sort is brought in under a rule suspending the
rules when there can be only 20 minutes’ debate on a side
instead of being brought in in the usual way?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The purpose is to make it in
order to move to suspend the rules to-day rather than to wait
for 10 days, because of the emergency that exists in the Navy.
Does the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr, Pou] desire any
time?

Mr. POU. We do not care for any time.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. If no one desires time on the
rule, Mr. Speaker, T move the previous question.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I wish the gentleman would with-
hold that until I can make a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I withhold the motion.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask how the
Speaker could refer this resolution to the Committee on Rules
when the rule itself refers to it as “ H. Res. blank " ?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I think I can answer the ques-
tion of the gentleman from Missouri. The rule was prepared
in manuseript and not printed, to meet this emergenecy, just as
the gentleman from Missonri [Mr. Crark] has prepared rules
with a lead pencil and had them agreed to within five minutes
after they were written.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I just wanted to know.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. This is one of that kind.

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield further?
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield for a question.
Mr. GARD. Who is the gentleman of the Naval Affairs Com-

mittee referred to in the rule who has charge of the presentation
of this bill?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 1 understand the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Krcrey] has charge of the bill.

Mr. GARD. It is the purpose under this rule to pass this bill
exactly as it is, without any opportunity for amendment?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Under the rules of the House a
motion to suspend the rules admits of 40 minutes’ debate. After
that a vote on the bill without amendment or just as the bill is
presented to the House is had.

Mr. GARNER. How much money does this take out of the
Treasury?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield fo the gentleman from
Michigan to answer that question.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. About $10,000,000 annually.

Mr. GARNER. And I understand the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. CaypperL], on the spur of the moment, in the emergency,
pencils a resolution without any number, and wants the House to
consider it, and moves the previous question on a proposition to
give 20 minutes’ debate on a side on a bill which takes $10,000,000
a year out of the Treasury. y

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. That looks to me like rapid-fire economy—
electrie economy, I might term it—20 minutes on a side to dis-
cuss a question that involves taking $10,000,000 a year out of
the Treasury.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. There have been many hours of
discussion in the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Mr. BUTLER. We have had it under consideration for four
months,

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The Committee on Naval Affairs
have had it under consideration ever since last October, and the
Secretary of the Navy has written fwice, asking for much more
than is provided for by the bill

Mr. GARNER. The committee have had it since last October.
There have been four months' consideration in the Committee on
Naval Affairs. About how much consideration has it had by the
steering committee?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I am unable to inform the
gentleman from Texas, not being a member of the steering
committee.

Mr. GARNER. If it took four months i the Committee on
Naval Affairs and two weeks in the steering committee, T am
wondering why you allow only 20 minutes' debate on a side in
the House? That is the way you legislate here. It takes a
committee of the House four menths, and takes the sfeering
committee 10 days, and then you allow 20 minutes on a side,
on a bill taking $£10,000,000 a year out of the Treasury.,

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It takes several months to grow
a plum, and just a moment to pick it. We are picking it here
this morning. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves the
previous question.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 18.

So the previous question was ord

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The question being taken, Mr. BraxTtox and Mr. WarLsn de-
manded a division.

The House proceeded to divide.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, the House having divided, I
make the point of no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point
of no quorum present. There is no quorum present. The Door-
keeper will lock the doors, and the Sergeant at Arms will notify
absentees. Those in favor of agreeing to the resolution will,
as their names are called, vote * yea,” those opposed * nay,” and
the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 297, nays 30,
not voting 101, as follows:

YEAS—207,

Ackerman Dempsey Hoch Madden
Anderson Denison Hoe Ma

Andrews, Md, Dickinson, Mo. Holland Maher
Andrews, Nebr.,  Dickinson, Jowa Houghton Major
Anthony Donovan How Mann, 8, C.
Ayres Doolin Hulin fs Mapes

Babka Doremus Hull, Iowa Mead
Bacharach Dowell Husted Merritt

Baer Drane Hutchinson Michener
Barbour Dunbar Ireland Miller

Bee Dunn James Minahan, N. J,
Be Dyer Johnson, Ky. Mondell

Be Eagan Johnson, 8. Dak. Montague
Benham Echols Jones, Pa, Mooney
Benson Edmonds {earns Moore, Va.
Black Elliott Keller Moores, Ind,
Blackmon Ellsworth Kelley, Mich, Morgan
Bland, Ind. Elston Kelly, Pa. Morin
Bland, Mo. Emerson Kendall Mott

Boies Esch Kennedy, Iowa Mudd

Brand Fairfield Kettuer Murphy
Briggs Fisher e8s Neely
Brinson Focht Kin Nelson, Mo,
Brooks, 111, Fordney nkaid Nelson, Wis.
Brooks, Fa. Frear Kleczka Newton, Minn,
Browne Freeman Enutson Newton, Mo,
Browning Fuller, I11. Kraus Nichols, Mich.
Brumbaugh Gallagher Kreider Noian

urke Ganly Lampert O'Connell
Butler Garland I..nngley O'Connor
yrnes, 8. C. ilynn Lanham Ode

Campbell, Kans. Godwin, N. C, Lankford Olafield
Campbell, Pa. Goldfogle Layton Oliver
Cannon Good Lea, Calif. Oshorne
Cantrill Goodall , Ga. Overstreet
Carew Goodwin, Ark. Lehlbach Padgett
Carss Goodykoonts Linthienm Paige
Chindblom Green, Towa Little Par

Clark, Mo. Greene, Mass. Lonergan Parker
Classon Greene, Vi, Longworth Parrish
Cleary Griest Luce Pell

Coady Hadley Lufkin Peters

Cole Hamilton Luhring Phelan
Collier Hardy, Colo. McArthur Platt
Connally Hardy, Tex. MecClintic Porter
Costello Harreld MeDuffie Pou

Crago Hastings McFadden Purnell
Cramton Haugen MeGlennon adcliffe
Crisp Hawley McKenzie ainey, Ala.
Cullen H ags McEiniry Rainey, H. T.
Currie, Mich. Heflin McKinley ainey, J. W.
Dale Hernandez McLane Raker
Dallinger Hersey McLaughlin, Mich, Ramsefer
Darrow Hersman MeLaughlin, Nebr. Randall, Calif,
Davey Hickey MacCrate Randall, Wis.
Davis, Minn, Hicks MacGregor Reavis
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Rhodes
Ricketts
Riddick
Robinson, N. C.
Robsion, Kv,
Itodenberg

Rogers
Rose
Rouse
Rowe

Sims
Sinclair

Ashbrook
Bland, Va.
Blanton

Box §
Buchanan
Byrns, Tenn.
Caldwell
Clark, Fla.

Almon
Aswell
Bankhead
Barkley
Booher

Casey
Christopherson

C
Co g
Cmp'ry (e:;li.t
Davis, Tenn.
Dent
Dewalt
Donghton

ré

Ragle
Evans, Mont.
Evans, Nebr.

Sinnott Bwo
isgon Taylor, Colo.
mal Taylor, Tenn.
mith, Idaho Temple
mith, T11. Thomas
mith, Mich. Tillman
Bmithwick Tilson
Snpell Timberlake
Snyder Tincher
Stedman Tinkham
Steenerson Vaile
Stephens, Miss.  Venable
Stephens, Ohio Vestal
Stevenson Vinson
Strong, Kans. Vo
Strong, Pa. Walters
Summers, Wash., Watson
Sumners, Tex, Weaver
Sweet Webster
NAYS—30.
Dominick Jones, Tex.
Evaus, Nev. Kincheloe
Gard Kitchin
Garner Lesher
Griffin Mansfleld
Huddleston Mnys
Igoe g:ln
Johnson, Miss. yburn
NOT VOTING—101.
Ferris Kennedy, R. I.
Fess Larsen
Fields Lazaro
Flood McAndrews
Foster AMeCulloch
French MeKeown
Fuller, Mass. McPherson
Gallivan Mann, 111
Gandy Martin
Garrett Mason
Gould Monahan, Wis.
Moon
Graham, Il Moore, Ohlo
Hamil Nlcholls, 8. C
Harrison Olney
Hayden Ramsey
Hil Reber
Hudspeth Reed, N. Y.
Hull, Reed, W. Va.
Humphreys Riordan
Jacowny Romjoe
Jefferis Rowan
Johnson, Wash., Babath
Johnston, N, Y Sanders, La.
Juul Sanders, N. Y,
Kahn Scott

So the resolution was agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following palrs:
Mr. Bowers: with Mr., WHALEY.
Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON with Mr. Tayron of Arkansas.

Mr. Evans of Nebraska with Mr, SULLIVAN,

Mr. Fess with Mr. STEELE.
Mr. Kanx with Mr. DENT.
Mr. Hrr with Mr. Storr,

Mr. Juvt with Mr. FERRIS.

Mr, Siecer with Mr. ArMmox.

Mr. Woobyasp with Mr. GANDY.

Mr. Frexca with Mr., McKrowxs.
Mr. Kennepy of Rhode Island with Mr, SApaTm.
Mr. CrowrHeER with Mr. MCANDREWS.

Mr. Reep. of West Virginia with Mr, CARTER.

AMr, Stesmp with Mr. DEwALT,
Mr. Towxer with Mr. DoUGHTON.
Mr. VorsTeEAD with Mr. ASWELL.

Mr. BrrTres with Mr., Saxpers of Louisiana.

Mr. Curey of California with Mr, OLNEY.
Mr. Gramaxr of Pennsylvania with Mr. TAGUE.
Mr. Scorr with Mr. CANDLER.
Mr. Raxsegy with Mr, DUPRE.

Mr. WarDp with Mr. HamrIin.

Mr. Burpick with Mr. ScurLy.
Mr. FostEr with Mr. RIORDAXN.
Mr. Burrovous with Mr. UPsmAw.
Mr. Furzer of Massachusetts with Mr. Hurr of Tennessee.
Mr. Coorer with Mr. HUMPHREYS,

Mr. Gourp with Mr. LABSEN,

Mr. CoprEy with Mr, Saare of New York.
Mr. Sampers of New York with Mr, BARKLEY,
Mr. WAnsg with Mr. BANKHEAD,

Mr. Gramax of Illineis with Mr, Lazanro.
Mr. JEFFERIS with Mr. MApTix,

Mr. Masox with Mr. CASEY.
Mr, Stizess with Mr: Esgre.

Alr. Vaee with Mr. CARAwWAY.

Mr. Hicgey with Mr. WATKINS.
Mr. McCuroocn with Mr. ROMJITE.
Mr. Jornsox of Washington with Mr. Rowan.
Mr, McPaersox with Mr. Evaxs of Montana.

Mr. Movanan of Wisconsin with Mr, FIeros.

plling
heeler
hite, Kans,
hite, Me.
liams
ligon, 111
Wilson, La.
Win
Winslow
W

e

Steele

tines
8toll
Sullivan

Tague
Taylor, Ark,
Thompson
Towner
Treadway
Upshaw
Yare
Volstead
Wi

‘Wason
Watkins

Wilson, Pa.
Woodyard

Mr. THOMPsON with Mr, GALLIVAN.

Mr. Reser with Mr., HARRISOR.

Mr, Maxx of Illinois with Mr, GARRETT.

Mr. Moore of Ohio with Mr. I'Loob.

Mr. Wasox with Mr. HUDSPETH.

Mr. Treapway with Mr. HAYDEN.

Mr. Reep of New York with Mr. Wirsox of Pennsylvania.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Alr. Speaker, I move to suspend
the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 11927) to increase the efficiency,
of the personnel of the Navy and Coast Guard through the tem-
porary provision of bonuses or increased compensation, which I
send to the desk and ask to have read.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from™Michigan moves to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it cnacted, ete., That commencing January 1, 1920, a bonus shall
be dgaid to commissioned warrant and warrant officers of the Navy, in
addition to all pay and allowances now or hereafter allowed by law, at
rates per annum as follows: Commissioned warrant officers, $480;
warrant officers, $240.

Suc. 2, That commeneing Janvary 1, 1920, the following shall be the
rate of base pay for each enlisted ra : Chief gtty officers with act-
ing appointments, $99 per month ; chief petty officers with permanent
appointments and mates, $126 per month ; petty officers, first class, §84
per month ; petty officers, second class, §72 per month ; s‘fetty officers,
third class, $60 per month; nonrated men, first class, $534 per month ;
nonrated men, second class, $48 per month ; nonrated men, third class
$33 per month : Provided, That the base pay of ficemen, first class, shall
be §U0 per month ; firemen, second class, $§64 per monﬁ:: firemen, third
class, $48 per monih : Provided further, That the rate of base pay for
each rat in the Naval Academy Band shall be as follows: Second
leader, with acting appointment, 0 per month; with permanent ap-

intment, $§126 per month; drum major, $84 per month; musicians,

st clase, §T2 per month; musicl second class, $60 per month :
Provided further, That the base pay of cabin stewards and cabin cooks
shall be r month ; wardroom stewards and wardroom cooks, 872
per month; rage stewards and steerage cooks, $72 per month; war-

rant officers’ stewards and warrant officers’ cooks, per month ; mess
attendants, first class, $42 dpcr monih; mess attendants, second class,
36 per month ; mess attendants, third class, §33 per month: Provided
writher, That the retainer pay of those members of the Fleet Naval Re-
serve who, pursuant to call, shall return to active duty within one
month after the passsge of this act and continue on active dntﬁ
until the Navy shall have been recrufted up to its permanent authorize
strength, shall be compated upon the tmsedray they are receiving when
retransferred to inactive duty, plus the additlons or increases bed
in the naval approprintien ect approved August 29, 1916, for members

of the Fleet Naval Reserve,
Sec. 3. That the Seeretary of the Navy is authorized, in his disere-
revailing rates of pay of civillan professors and

tion, to readjust the

Instructors at the United States Naval 4

reaﬁfustment which shall be effective from Jaouary 1, 1920,

involve an additional expenditore in excess of $55,000 for the remainder
of the current fiscal year.

SEec. 4. That commissioned warrant and warraut officers, petty oflicers,
and other enlisted men of the Coast Guard shall receive the same m
and allowances and bonuses as are now or may hereafter be prescri
for correspe graides or ratings and length of service inm the Navy;
and the grades and ratings of warrant officers, chief petty officers, petty
officers, and other enlisted persons in the Coast Guard shall be the same
as in the Navy, In so far as the duties of the Coast Guard may require,
with the continuance in the Coast Guard of the grade of surfman, whose
base pay shall be $70 per month. S

8ec. 5. That aothing contained in this act shall be construed as grant-
ing any back pay or nllowances to any commissioned warrant or war-
rant o or enlisted man whose active service shall have terminated
subsequent to December 31, 1919, and prior to the passage of this act,
unless such comomissioned warrant or warrant officers or enlisted men
shall have been recalled to active service or shall have been reenlisted.

Sgc. 6. That any enlisted man or apprentice seaman who, having heen
honorably discharged from the na service, shall reenlist within one
year thereafter shall, on presenting his honorable discharge or om ae-
counting in a satisfactory manner for its loss, be entitled to a gratuity
of four months g:g equal in amount to that which he would have re-
ceived if he had n emi!j)}oged in actual service during the four months
immediately following his honorable discharge from the maval service,
and shall receive all the benefits of continnous serviee : Providod, That
this section shall beeome ineperative within six months after the date
of the approval of this act.

Spc., 7. That the foregelng provisions of this act, except sectionsg 3
and 4, shall remain effective until the close of the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1921, nnless sooner amended or repealed: Provided, That -the
rates of pay prescribed in section 2 hereof shall bé the rales of pay dur-
ing the current enlistment of all men in active service on the date of
the passage of this act, and for those who enlist, reenlist, or exteml
their enlistments prior to July 1, 1921, for the term of such enlistment,
reenlistment, or extended enlistment.

Sgc. 8. That the appropriation * Pay of the Navy, 1920, is hereby
made available for any of the expenses authorized by this act, and any

or all of the appropriation * Provisions, Navy, 1920, not required
or the objects of expenditure specified in said approg:lation m:qv be
transferred to the appropriation * Pay of the Navy, 1920 : Provided
That any money remaining to the credit of the %E;pm{)riatim “Pay of
the Navy, 1920, shall be available for supplementing, if necessary, such
current appropriations of the Coast Guard as have been provided for
the pay owances of officers and men of the Coast Guard.

See. 9. That nothing eontained in this act shall operate to reduce
the pay of any commiéoned warrant or warrant officer or enlisted man
of the Navy or Coast Guard: Provided, That the allowances and gratu-
ities now authori
otherwise specified in this act.

by existing law are not changed hereby, except as
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.
Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that a second may be considered as ordered.
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is entitled
to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Alabama 20 minutes,

Mr, KELLEY of Michignn. My, Speaker, this is a bill in-
tended to give temporary relief to the enlisted personnel of the
Navy. It provides increased pay until the 30th of June, 1921,
and does not continue beyond that time, The sitnation in the
Navy is exceedingly critical so far as the skilled men are con-
cerned. When the armistice was signed the Navy had about
500,000 men. It was demobilized by the 1st of July last fo
275,000 men, and at the present time there are about 100,000
men in the Navy. Those 100,000 men who are now in the Nayy
are nearly all young boys, 18, 19 years of age, and the skilled
mechanics and cofficers of the enlisted personnel necessary to
man these complicated ships and take care of the machinery,
the boilers, and the engines, have nearly all left the service.
At the present time, while we have an enlisted foree of nbout
100,000 men, the shortage in these higher ratings is se great
that we have not really a force of more than 45,000 men for
the ships and for the shore stations, As a result of this short-
age of skilled men the great majority of ships of the Navy
to-day are tied up. We took about half of the fleet to the
Pacifie, buf a8 soon as it arrived there the term of enlistment
of thousands of men expired and they were discharged under
legislation previously passed by Congress. Therefore, the
greater portion of the Navy in the Pacific to-day is tied up at
the navy yard at Mare Island and the navy yard at Bremer-
ton for lack of men to man the ships in these higher ratings.
The Navy Department has scoured the training stations for
men who have had any degree of mechanical training. If a
boy has been in school for two or three months, or perhaps a
less time, at one of these training stations, where ordinarily
he wonld remain a year pursuing bis mechanical course, the
Navy Department has taken him out and sent him to sed.

But even then the majority of the ships of the Navy are not
really in commission to-day. This is a most dangerous situa-
tion so far as the the ships and the men are concerned. Gen-
tlemen will appreciate what a complicated thing a warship is.
It has cost the Government sometimes as high as $20,000,000
and has on board fifteen or sixteen hundred men, and the
greatest of danger would result in having inexperienced boys
18 or 19 years of age attending the engines and bojlers. An
explosion might occur at any time with great loss of property
and Joss of life. Damage already has resulted on some of the
smaller ships from this cause. The reason for this shortage
of skilled men is apparent. The man who has been in the
Navy for a few years is an ideal man for the merchant ships.
During the last two or three years we have increased the mer-
chant shipping of this ecountry to something like 10,000,000
tons, and the merchant service is constantly reaching out to
get skilled mechanies, to get these enginemen and firemen and
others who have been trained in the Navy, and is offering twice
as much pay as they are receiving in the Navy. Se that the
difficulties of keeping them in the service are very great. Not
only that, but the general wage throughont the country, as
we all know, is so much higher than it was formerly that these
skilled mechanics are sought for in factories all ever the coun-
try. We are paying on the average $6.40 a day in the nayy
yards for skilled mechanics while a man in the Navy occupying
a position of great importance on board ship has been getting
#83 a month. If he went out of the service and went into the
navy vard he conld draw as high as $§2,000 a year. These two
causes taken together have resulted in taking the skilled men
out of the Navy, so that to-day we are short of these skilled
ratings semething in the neighborhood of forty or forty-five thou-
sand, based upon the normal strength of the Navy of 143,000
men.

In this bill we have provided for increases in pay on an
average of about 38} per cent over and sbove what they are
now getting. We do not increase the pay of the apprentice
seanien. The boys who are going inte the service now are
young boys. They have to spend five or six months in school
before they are of any service to the Government, and we have
not increased their initial pay. We did not think it was neces-
gary to do so. Above the grade of apprentice seaman we in-
erease the pay from 33% per cent to 50 per cent.

My, NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Bpeaker, will the gentle-
wmin yield?

Mr. EELLEY of Michigan. Yés.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I heartily agree with the idea of
the gentleman and his commitiee in raising the pay of those |

men in the biil, but I notice that there is no provision whatever

made for an increase in the pay of the conunissioned officers
of the Navy whose pay has not been raised since the year 1908,
if I am correctly informed.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. That is true, and I will say to the
gentleman that the Secrefary of the Navy did recommend an
increase in the pay of the commissioned officerg, and in my own
Judgment the oficers of the Navy, especially those in the grades
of commander, lieutenant commander, and lientenant, are in
dire need in many cases of relief ; but there would be controversy
over increasing the pay of the officers. This legislation which
we have proposed is so vital, so absolutely necessary, and so
pressing at the moment that we decided to report a bill earry-
ing an increase for the men without the officers and at another
time take up the gquestion the gentleman referred to. I am
fully In accord with the sentiment he has expressed,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Then the effect of this bill will
be, if it becomes a lnw, that some of the warrant officers will
draw more money than gome of the commissioned officers.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. I think that is true even now,
and is not at all improper. The commissioned warrant officer
is a man who has gone up through all the grades of the Nayy
and gained his rating by his experience on board ship. That
necessarily makes himn, when he reaches the highest grade that
he can reach, a man prefty well along in years. He is a man
40 or 45 years of age, and, of course, he has a family to support
on shore, He gets the same pay as an ensign, who graduates from
the academy, but who has not, generally speaking, any family,
and whose expenses are very light. If we increase the pay of
the man of mature years, the skilled man, who could easily
secure a position as master of a merchant ship, the man with a
family, I think we are doing what we ought to do. Understand
me, I have no controversy over the guestion of whether the
commissioned officer should have his salary increased under
present conditions, becanse I think he should have more pay,
especially in the lower rafings, but I feel that his necessities
are nof so great as the skijlled mechanic, the man 40 or 45 years
of age, who has a family on shore to take care of. That is why
we put in the bill the provision for a bonus for the commissioned
warrant officer and the warrant officer and did not include the
ensign or lieutenant. ,

Mr. NEWTON pof Minnesota. I sincerely hope this committee
will before very long report out a bill that will attempt to do
justice to the commissioned officers of the Navy.

Mr, CALDWELL. My, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, KELLEY of Michizan. « Yes.

Mr. CALDWELL. Did not the gentleman’s eommittez report
a bill providing for an increase of salary of the commissioned
personnel of the Navy?

Mr. EELLEY of Michigan. No. The Naval Committee
reached an agreement on a bill of that kind, but it never was
reported.

Mr, CALDWELL., Did not the gentleman’s committee appoint
a subcommittee to confer with a subcommittee of the Military
Committee on the matter of reporting a bill te inerease the pay
of the commissioned personnel of both the Army and the Navy?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan, We did have some negotiations
with the Military Committee on the question of the pay of ofil-
cers, but we never really formulated any plans or came to
any understanding.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr, Speaker, the committee, however, some
two months ago did agree on a bill providing for an increase of
the officers’ pay.

My, KEELLEY of Michigan. Yes; but we never reported it.

Mr. OLIVER. My recollection is that the committee directed
it to be reported.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan, The gentleman asked if sve had
not reported the bill, and I said we had not.

Mr. OLIVER. There was epposition, however, an the part of
some who would provide a rule for the reporting ouf of the bill,
and for that reason we eould not get consideration.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Further, the hill which the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs agreed upon did not carry any provi-
sions for the perscunel of the Army,

I think, perhaps, gentlemen, I had best reserve the halance of
my time,

Mr. LINTHICUM. I wanted to ask the gentleman two ques-
tions. The first one is: If there is this scarcity of these men
in the Navy, why would it not be a good idea to fake these

| graduates from the Naval Academy, and men who bave been

serving in the Coast Guard for many years, and put them in the
Navy to help?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. The Coast Guard is in as bad a
condition as the Navy. That service has po gkilled men Lo spare,
There is a sherfage of a theusand mep in the Coast Guard out of
a total of 5,000,
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Mr. LINTHICUM. There arve guardsmen there that have
been serving for 25 years.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan.
with the enlisted force only.

Mr, LINTHICUM. I want to ask the gentleman if it is the
infention of your committee to fake care of the commissioned
officers of the Navy? Is there any immediate prospect of doing
that?

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.
done?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. I will say to the gentleman that,
in my opinion and in the opinion of the members of the com-
mittee, some relief ought to be given to at least the lower
grades of the commissioned personnel of the Navy. I can not,
of course, forecast the future action of the committee.

Mr, LINTHICUM., The gentleman heard a lot about the
steering committee in connection with the rivers and harbors
bill. Are they injecting anything in it to hold this back?

Mr. KELLIEY of Michigan. I am not o member of the steer-
ing committee, and I wish the gentleman would direct his query
to somebody who is a member of that committee.

Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman from
North Carolina.

Mr. KITCHIN, I would like to ask the gentleman how much
of an increase of appropriation is involved in this bill?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. The inerease in appropriation is
about $10,000,000; but we will save, I will say to the gentleman
from North Carolina, if these men come back, as we expect they
will, $100 per man—clothing allowance and much of the expense
of recruiting, This saving will greatly reduce the amount I
have stated.

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, if the increase which is asked applied
to officers, how much would it have been?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. It would be the small end, I will
say to the gentleman. The officers' increase would not amount
to as much as the increase for the men. I will say, further, that
this bill does not carry any appropriation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the zentleman has
egain expired.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. This bill does not carry any ap-
propriation and none will be needed, because in the last naval
bill we appropriated for an average of 190,000 men for this en-
tire fiseal year ; whereas, as a matter of fact, there are now only
100,000 men in the Navy, and the average will fall considerably
below what we expected. So there should be a large sunr of
money turned back into the Treasury after the increase provided
in this bill has been taken care of.

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan, I will.

Mr. MILLER. I see that the letter of the Secretary says
that those in similar positions in the Shipping Board get two
and one-half times the pay of the Navy?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan., That is true.

Mr. MILLER. And the increase is about 334 per cent?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. That is true.

Mr. MILLER. Have you any assurance that you will get
the desired men with that increase, even including the bonuses?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. I think this will do the business.
Of course, nobody can tell, but the men themselves seem to think
that considering the superior service of the Navy, the better
care that they have in the Navy, the love of the service, and
all that, and the retiring benefits, if they stay in the Navy long
enough, that, everything taken together, this increase would
induce the men that are in now to stay, and will get back those
who have left during the last six or eight months.

Mr. MILLER. It is the judgment of the committee that the
men will come back? ;

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan, It is the judgment of the commit-
tee and the judgment of the Bureau of Navigation.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman from
Kentucky.

Mr. KINCHELOE., What is the purpose of section 67 What
is the purpose of giving them four months’ back pay contingent
on the fact that they reenlist? Is that for the purpose of
getting back these experienced fellows that have gone out?

Afr. KELLEY of Michigan. I will say to the gentleman from
EKentucky this, that when a man's term in the Navy expires,
after he has served for four years, he is given a four months’
leave, practically, and if he reenlists within the four months
he gets four months' pay. You can see why that is so. A

They are officers. This bill deals

KELLEY of Michigan. The officers?

LINTHICUM. The commissioned officers?

KELLEY of Michigan. Nothing has been done so far.
LINTHICUM. Is there any prospect of anything being

young man goes into the Navy; he is away from home for four
years, and if you did not give him a chance to go home for
three or four months once in four years you would probably
lose that man altogether. So the Government has been giving
him four months' pay provided he reenlisted within that time.
But we extend the time in this bill, so that if he comes back in
six months or eight months he will get the four months' pay
that he would have gotten if he had come back within the four
months,

Mr. KINCHELOE. Suppose that he reenlists in a different
rank than that which he had when he was discharged?

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. He would not do that. He would
get four months’ pay in the rank in which he served when he
went out.

Mr. Speaker, if there are no other questions, I will reserve the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
minute.

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HupprEsTtoN] is recognized
for 20 minutes.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be advised
when I have used 10 minutes.

My objections to this bill are threefold. In two grounds of
my opposition I am pretty strenuous. In the middle ground I
am rather mild.

I object, first, to taking up a matter of this importance in
this way—that is, by motion to suspend the rules, and under
House rules no amendment to the bill can be offered and only
40 minutes of debate can be had. It is a bad way in which to
take up legislation. It affords no opportunity for amendment,
and no fair opportunity for discussion or understanding. It
is quite obvious to me, and must be to the House as a whole,
that this bill is brought forward in this particflar way for
the very purpose of preventing an amendment to the bill.

The rule proposed by the committee might just as well have
made the bill in order and provided for taking it up regularly.
Had that been done, the bill would have been subject to amend-
ment. But evidently those who are responsible for bringing
up the bill in this fashion do not want it amended and do not
want the House to really understand what they are doing. So
much for that.

My second ground for objection is mild. It is based chiefly
upon my opposition to a close adherence to the seriptural text
that—

For he that hath, to him shall be given; and to him that hath not,
from him shall be taken even that which he hath.

I do not approve of that principle in legislation or anywhere
else. This bill gives the biggest part of the increase to the
men who are already getting the most. It gives the increase to
the highest ratings, and to the lowest of all it gives nothing
at all. ]

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. KeLLEY] speaks of those
who enlist as being “ boys,” and hence entitled to little pay.
Well, nobody but a boy can be roped in on any such pay as is
given for the lowest rating.

Mr, STEPHENS of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Excuse me, I would be glad to yield,
but I have not the time. That is the reason they are not getting
anybody but boys, and the department has been taking mere
boys 16 and 17 years of age, * trundle-bed trash,” out of my
district against the will of their parents, and without their
authority and consent until patience has ceased to be a virtue.
That is an actual fact. We ought to have a Navy that is a
men's Navy, and leave these boys at home to get their education
and receive the training that they ought to have until they
are 18 or 19 years old, instead of roping them in under what is
in some cases almost false pretenses. We ought to inerease
the men’s wages so that a grown man can afford to join the
Navy. This bill does not do it, and it ought not to pass for
that reason.

But there is another thing that is more serious than this, I
see here in the bill that an additional bonus is to be paid to the
men who come back into the Navy, having been heretofore dis-
charged. A bonus of four months’ pay is to be given them, a
bonus for men to come back into the Navy, and yet no additional
bonus is given to the boys who served during the war, when there
was real need for men, a need much more acute than now.
They must be content with the $60 which they have already
received.

The very first thing I did following the armistice, at the session
of Congress which began on ber 1, 1918, was to intro-
duce a bill to give to each homorably discharged soldier and
sailor $180, or six months’ pay. That bill was not allowed to
come before the House. All the boys got was a miserly $60,
not enough to buy a civilian outfit. Those now responsible for

The gentleman reserves one
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leriskation in the Fouse do not intend that any such measure
shall come before this House. They do not purpose to give the
House a chance to vote on the guestion whether we will give
to these boys who served their country in the war a respectable
bonas. They have decided for this House, in the committes
room and in the secret caucus, that no recognition shall be given
by way of bomus to the men who served their country in the
Greut War.

I object to that and am compelled to protest against it, though
my voice be never so feeble. Had we given to these boys, at the
time this matter was first brought forward, a reasonable and
respectable bonus, the matter would have been ended forever;
but we whittled them down to $60, a mere pittance, and turned
them loose; and now we will have the matfer coming up and
op again, and agitation going on all over the ¢ountry, with
propogitions to pay bonuses of extravagant amounts.

But that there should be some additional bonus alowed, I
challenge any Member of the House fo deny. No man dare take
the position before the country that these men who served on the
front Hne and npon the tossing billows should not have some
recognitiori beyond the little pay which they received. Nobody
dares do that. Yet there are those who dare in the privacy of
the committee room and in seeret caucus to refuse fo allow the
Honse of Representatives, which Is authorized to speak for the
people of the United States, an opportunity to econsider or to
take any action upon that question,

I lenve ft to those who are responsible for such action to
angwer first to their consciences. We sat in our comfortable
seats; these boys went overseas and risked their lives. Then
I ask these men, when they have answered to thelr comsciences,
to answer their eonstituency and the people of America at large,
why, oh why, they are so niggardly with the men who actually
went to the front? They have been willing, practically all of
thein, to vote to take care of war contractors, to make good any
business losses that have been sustained, They have been
tender with business. They have been, oh, never so regardful
of property rights. But what respect have they shown for
human rights—what respect to the boys who made their sac-
rifices in France?

I want te say now, for myself, that no measure for the relief
of these men will be presented on the floor of this House fo
which I will not be willing to give adherence, I would be willing,
if neeessary, to pay out of my own pocket not merely my per
capita share but according to my means and ability to pay what-
ever may be found necessary.

I would think I got off light—I, whe stayed at home in a
safe place and slept in bed and had good food and enjoyed
the love and society of my family and friends—I should think
that I got off light if I gave my whole fortune for the benefit

of those boys who went away, who risked their lives, who suf- |

fered every pang, and whe, back at home new, get, many of
them, small comfort and very small recognition.

Oh, we were glad to get them to go. “ Brave, brave boys.” And
big business men shoufed and said, * Go on to the front! You
are heroes!” But when the boys came back they did little
shouting. *“The shouting and the ftumult had died away.”
There were few to meet them at the station. They stole in
quietly, as though they had been on a pleasure trip. When
they meet them on the street many of those who lauded them
on as “ heroes™ are afraid to look the discharged soldier in
the eye for fear he will strike them for a job or perhaps ask
for a cigarette.

Gentlemen, answer to your consciences, you who have charge
of the responstbilities of this House and for its action. You
must answer to the counfry for what may be done upon this
matter,

Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. PeLr],

The SPEAKHER. The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. PELL. Mr, Speaker, I expeet to vote for this bill on
the ground that almost any bill of this sort is better than none.

But it seems to me fhat a great mistake is being made in
not including the commissioned officers, men who have been
trained, whose training and eduecation have cost the Government
really great suns of money, who are in a position to-day, every
man of them, to go out and draw a salary of two or three or
four times as much as they are getting to-day from the Unfted
States,

These men are held in their places to-day by the traditions
of the Navy and their own genuine patrietism., That loyalty
which we have always had from our naval officers has been a
thing in which every Ameriean shounld take a proper pride, and
we have o right here to ask those men for loyalty. But we
have not got a right to ask them for martyrdom. We have nof

got the right to take men upon whom we impose tremendous
responsibilities and place them in a position where it is guite
imipossible for them to live, An officer must live like a gentle-
man. He must spend a certain sum of money on appearances,
He must keep his family properly. And it is to-day absolutely
impossible for any officer to do so on his salary, and wé are
losing by resignation thousands of men every day who may
some day be needed. Those men with thelr spirit, their frain-
ing, and their organization can not emsily be replaced. The
time will come when fhis so-called econemy will be shown to be
the most terrific extravagance.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the remainder of my time.

Mr. HUDDLESTON, Mr. Speaker, I yield fivé minutes to
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BraxTtox].

The SPEARKER. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for five minutes. The Chair discovers, on examination, that
a gentleman to whom time is yielded can not yield to others
except Ly unanimous consent.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. How much time have I consumed, Mr,
Speaker?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman used eight minutes and the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Perr] used two minutes,

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Before yielding to the gentleman from
Texos [Mr. Branton], I will first yield three minutes to the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Krrcrrw].

The BPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina is
recognized for three minutes.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker; I am in favor of this bill. I
mnderstand that the reason why we had this peculiar rule a
few moments ago is that, if you did not shut off debate and
amendments, it was feared that some gentleman would offer an
amendment to increase the appropriation in this bill—to pnt in
higher salaries for the officers—and therefore they desired to
pass this bill under a suspension of the rulés, which would pre-
vent all amendments.

If that was the purpose, it was very wise. I want to ask
the gentlerman from Wyoming [Mr. Mowp=ir] a question. I
do not see him here now. Or I want to ask the committee this
question: Is this feally a sincere stand or position which the
Republicans in the House are going to take, or is thid bill ent-
ting down the appropriations below the requests of the Navy
Department some several million dollars simply a pretext in
order to gtve the distinguished gentleman from Wyoming josti-
fication to issue his little weekly or semimonthly statements
as to the great economy which this House is effecting?
[Laughter.]

I am going to help you pass this bill. If I were on the
committes I would have voted for it just as it is. But if we
pass it and send it to the Senate, and then the Senate puts
on five or six or ten million dolisrs additional for the increase
of salaries of the commissioned officers and others in the Navy
Department, are you going to stand by this bill and make the
Senate baek, or is it understood by the steering committee of
the House, or by the distingnished gentleman from Wyoming,
that when the Senate puts en an increased appropriation he
will brag about what the House has done, amnd when it comes
to dealing with this increased appropriation put on by the
Senaate, he will say, *“ We could not help it, we had to yield to
the Senate ; thre Senate made ns do it ”'?

What are you going to do about it? I am gping to stand with
yon, and when the bill comes back from the Senate, if the Sen-
ate puts on an increased appropriation, if the House conferees
will stand out I will help you make a fight to make the Senate
for ome time in its life back down. ' I believe that is the senti-
ment of the House. I am sure the naval conferees of this
House will fight it out with them. I remember in the last ses-
sion they fought it out and made the Senate yield on practically
every proposition. TLet us do it this time. [Applause.]

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. BraxToN].

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, under the Constitution of the
United States, as construed by Congress, such a bill as this must
originate in the House of Representatives, It eould not come from
the Senate. It must be passed here and start on its road to
final passage in the House in order te become a law, thereby
assuming that the membership of this House would have the
right finally to perfect and frame its ferms and provisiens, and
I sabmit that under the rule brought in here, under the pro-
cedure by which this legislation must be passed, requiring fhe
House under whip and spur to pass this bill without change,
witheut even the dotiing of an “1” or the crossing of a *1{,”
the eommittee, in justice to the membership of the House,
should have amended the eontext of this bill. It should have
amended the emacting clause of this bill where it says:

Be it enacted by the Senaté and House of Representatives of the United
States of America in Congress assembled—
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Because it is the ereation of neither the House of Representa-
tives, nor of the Congress of the United States. It should
have stricken out “ House of Representatives™ and inserfed in
lieu thereof:

Be it enacted by the secret, silent, invisible steerlng committee of the
Republican Party, whose names do not &pear in the directory, whose
names do not a?pear in the archives of pgress, who are u own to
the great majority of Congressmen, Republicans as well as Democrats,
but yet who bring legislation in here already prepared to take
£10,000,000 out of the Treasury annually in the face of a possible
$3.000,000,000 deficit, with no possible chance to change it in the slight-
est particular,

That committee says to the Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives, “ We have no confidence in you to pass proper legis-
lation. We have no confidence in the 400 other Representatives
of the people drawing $7,500 a year each from the Public Treas-
ury. We do not know what you might do with this legislation.
We are not even going to give you a chance to discuss it for
more than 20 minutes on the floor of the House.” That is why
I find myself for one time in hearty accord with the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. HuppLeEsToN] in the position just taken by
him on this bill.

I am going to vote against this bill. Very likely increases
should be granted, and I would vote for proper increases if we
were permitted to discuss and frame this bill, but I do not
believe this is the proper way to pass legislation. If it is, this
all-powerful steering committee should bring in a bill here
changing even the Constitution and the law under a special rule
always available out of the hip pocket of the distinguished gen-
tleman from Kansas [Mr. CaMPBELL], saying, * We will dispense
with the balance of the membership of Congress and let all
their salaries go to the steering committee, because we get bet-
ter laws in that way. We can expect better legislation from
the steering committee,”

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Who are the steering committee?

Mr. BLANTON. I am not surprised that the gentleman from
Virginia asks that, because half of our majority colleagues on
the Republican side of the House do not even know who they
are, and were I to disclose their identify, and thus dispel some
of the awful mystery surrounding them, such leaders might lose
some of the power of their bull-whip; but we know what they
are and why they are when we have legislation like this
crammed down the throats of willing Members of the House of
Representatives.

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I wish I had more time, but I can not yield.
There are some things to which I want to call attention. If
there was a desire on the part of the gentleman from Wyoming
[Mr. MoxpeLL] and his invisible committee to accomplish real
economies, why does he not have the Naval Affairs Committee
look into a proper reorganization of our Navy? Does the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Wyoming know that if he were to
go out to a battleship to-day in one of our harbors and advise
the petty officer meeting him that he must see the captain of
that ship, how long it would take him to see him? Does he
know how many splendid young men of our country would have
to act as flunky go-betweens for the petty officers and lower-
commissioned officers and high-commissioned officers and run
hither and thither back and forth before he could get to the
captain of that ship? Our naval officers have entirely too many
white American servants in uniform waiting upon them, whose
salaries are paid by the Government, and whose services are
wholly unnecessary. They should be dispensed with and this
money saved.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

By unanimous consent, Mr. BLaNTON was given leave to revise
#ind extend his remarks in the RECORD.

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman from Michigan yielded to me
his one minute.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog-
nized for one minute.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
this bill was unanimously reported by the Committee on Naval
Affairs. It should be passed, and I hope it will be passed by
{he unanimous vote of the House, because it is desperately
needed. The committee were in favor of including the commis-
sioned officers from ensign to captain, and had authorized a
report of such a bill, but we could not get consideration of that
bill, and this is all we could get consideration for, and we are
taking the best that we can get. It should be adopted, because
for lack of it the Navy is in a desperate condition as to its
enlisted personnel. If an opportunity ever offers for increasing
the pay of the officers during these abnormal times, I shall
support it, and I hope this House will agree to it.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. PADGETT. I shall be glad to yield if I have the time,

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee
has expired.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that my
name has been mentioned several times in connection with this
legislation, I ask unanimous consent that I have two minutes
in which to address the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyominz asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for two minutes. Is there
objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman should
have gotten that permission from the Rules Comimittee, and I
object. [Launghter.]

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on
suspending the rules and passing the bill.

The question being taken, Mr. Braxton demanded a division.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas
and nays.

Mr. BLANTON. In order to help out the membership, I
make the point of no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of no
quorum present, Evidently there is no quorum present. The
Sergeant at Arms will notify absent Members. The Doorkeeper
will close the doors. As many as are in favor of suspending
the rules and passing the bill will, when their names are
called, vote * yea,” those opposed “nay,” and the Clerk will
call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 314, nays 9,

not voting 105, as follows:

YEAS— 314,

Ackerman Ellsworth Kreider Porter
Andrews, Md. Elston Lampert Pou
Andrews, Nebr. Emerson Langley Purnell
Ashbrook Esch Lanham tadeliffe
Ayres Evans, Mont. Lankford Rainey, Ala.
Babka Evans, Nev. Layton Ralney, H. T,

er Fairfield Lea, Calif. Rainey, J. W.
Barbour Fisher Lee, Ga Raker
Barkley Flood Lehlbach Ramsey
Bee Foeht Lesher Ramseyer
Begg Forduey Linthicum Randall, Calif.
Be Frear Little Randall, Wis.
Benham Freeman Lonergan tayburn
Benson French Longworth Reavig
Black Fuller, I1l. Luce Rhodes
Bland, Ind. Gallagher Lufkin Ricketts
Bland, Mo. Gandy Luhring Riddick
Bland, Va. Ganly McAndrews Riordan
Boles Gard McArthur Robinson, N. C,
Box Garland MecDuffie Robsion, Ky,
Brand Garner McFadden Radenberg
Briges Glynn McGlennon Rogers
Brinson Goidwin, N. C Mc¢Kenzie Rose
Brooks, Pa. Goldfogle McKiniry Rouse
Browne Goodwin, Ark. McKinley Rowe
Browning Green, Iowa McLane Rubey
Brumbaugh Greene, Mass, MeLaughlin, Mich.Rucker
Buchanan Griest McLaughlin, Nebr.Sanders, Ind.
Burke Griffin MacCrate Sanford
Butler Hadley MacGregor Schall
Byrnes, 8. C, Hardy, Colo. Madden Senrs
Byrns, Tenn. Hardy, Tex. Magee Bells
Campbell, Kans. Harreld Maher Sherwood
Campbell, Pa. Hastings Mnjor Rhreve
Cannon Haugen Mansfield Rims
Cantrill Hawiey Mapes Sinclair
Carew Hays Mays Sinnott
Carss Heflin Mead Small
Chindblom Hernandez Merritt Smith, Idaho
Clark, Mo. Hersey Michener Smith, 111

asson Hersman Miller Smith, Mich.
Cleary Hickey Minahan, N, J. Smithwick
Coady Hicks Mondell Snell
Cole Hoch Montague Snyder
Collier Hoe, Mooney Btedman
Connally Holland Moore, Ohio Steenerson
Costello Houghton Moore, Va Stephens, Ohio
Crago [oward Moores, Ind Stevenson
Cramton lIulinﬁs Morgan Strong, Kans.

isp Hull, lowa Morin Strong. Pa.

llen Husted Mott Summers, Wash,
Currie, Mich Hutchinson Mudd Sumners, Tex.
Curry, Igoe Murphy Sweet
Dale Ireland Neely Swope
Dallinger James Nelson, Mo, Taylor, Ark.
Darrow Johnson, ﬁ{ Nelson, Wis. Taylor, Colo.

vey Johnson, Miss. Newton, Minn, Taylor, Tenn,
Davis, Minn Johnson, 8. Dak. Newton, Mo, Thomas
Davis, Tenn Jones, Pa. Nichols, Mich, Tillman
Dempsey Jones, Tex, Nolan Tilson
Denison Juul O'Connell Timberlake
Dickinson, Mo. Kearns O'Connor Tincher
Dickinson, Iowa Keller Ogden Tinkham
Donovan Kelley, Mich. Oldfield Vaile

ling Ke_lls, Pa. Osborne Venable

Doremus Kendall Overstreet Vestal
Doughton Kennedy, Iowa  Padgett Vinson
Dowell Kettner Pa I)in Yoigt
Dunbar Kincheloe Par. Volstead
Dunn Klng Parker Whalsh
Dyer Kinkaid Parrish Walters
Eacﬁn.n Kitchin Pell Watson
Echols Kleczka Peters Weaver
Edmonds Knutson Phelan Webster
Elliott Kraus Platt Welty
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Wheeler Wilson, IlL Woods, Va. Young, Tex.
White, Kans. Wilson, La. Wright Zihlman
White, Me, Wingo Yates
Williams Wood, Ind. Young, N. Dak.
NAYS—9.

Blanton Good Huddleston Sisson
Clark, Fla. Goodykoontz Quin Steagall
Dominick

NOT VOTING—105,
Almen Evans, Nebr, Kiess Siegel
Anderson Ferris Larsen Slemg
Anthony Fess Lazaro Smith, N. Y.
Aswell Fields MeClintie Steele
Bacharach Foster McCulloch Stephens, Miss.
Bankhead Fuller, Mass, McEeown Stiness
Blackmon Gallivan McPherson Stoll
Booher Garrett Mann, Il Sullivan
Bowers Goodall Mann, 8. C. Tague
Britten Gould Martin Temple
Brooks, 111, Graham, Pa. Mason Thompson
Burdick Graham, Il Monahan, Wis. Towner
Burroughs Greene, Vt. Moon Treadway
Caldswell Hamill Nicholls, 8. C. Upshaw
Candler Hamilton Oliver Vare
Caraway Harrison Olney Ward
Carter Hayden Reber Wason
Casey Hill Reed, N. X. Watkins
Christopherson  Hudspeth Reed, W, Va. Welling
Cooper Hull, Tenn, Romjue Whaley
Copley Humphreys Rowan Wilson, Pa.
Crowther Jacoway Sabath Winslow
Dent Jefferis Sanders, La. Wise
Dewalt Johnson, Wash. Sanders, N. Y. Woodyard
Drane Johnston, N. Y. Saunders, Va,
Dupré Eahn Scott *
Eagle Kennedy, R. I. Scully

So, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules were sus-
pended and the bill was passed.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:
Until further notice:
Mr. AxpERsoN with Mr. WisE,
. AnTHONY with Mr. WaATKINS.
. BacHARACH with Mr. StepHENS of Mississippi.
. Brooxs of Illinois with Mr. OLNEY.
. CHRISTOPHERSON with Mr. BANKHEAD,
. CROWTHER with Mr. BLACKAON.
FostER with Mr. BooHER.
. GoopArn with Mr. CALDWELL.
. GReENE of Vermont with Mr, DRARE.
. HAMmtrron with Mr. Duprg. :
. Kiess with Mr. Ferris.
. McPHERSON with Mr, Jacoway.
. Sanpers of New York with Mr. JoaxsTon of New York.
. TEapre with Mr. McKeowx.
. Tizson with Mr. Moox.
. Towner with Mr. Maxx of South Carolina.
. Wixsrow with Mr. OLIvER.
Mr. Woonyarp with Mr. McCrixTiC.

DIPLOMATIC AND CONBULAR APPROPBIATION BILL,

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11960) making
appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular Service for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, Pending that, I ask the gen-
tleman from Virginia how long he desires for general debate?

Mr. FLOOD, Mr. Speaker, I have had demands over here for
two hours' time. I suggest two hours on a side.

Mr. PORTER. That will be satisfactory to us. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that general debate be limited to four
hours, one-half to be controlled by the gentleman from Virginia
and one-half by myself.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that general debate on this bill be limited to
four hours, one-half to be controlled by himself and one-half
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Froop]. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no chjection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvanin that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for
the consideration of the Diplomatic and Consular appropriation
bill

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the Diplomatic and Consular appropriation bill, with Mr.
MappexN in the chair.

The Clerk reported the title of the bill.

Mr. PORTER. Mr, Chairman, the pending appropriation bill
provides for the expenditure of $8,843,037.91 for the payment of
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expenses of our foreign intercourse during the fiscil year ending
June 30, 1921. It is $1,122 073.76 less than the appropriation for
the current fiseal year and $3,070,125 less than the estimates sub-
mitted by the department. If there be added to this amount
the deficiency bills so far passed for this serviee, amounting to
$844,140.28, there will be a total of $1,966,214.04 less expended
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, in case there is no
deficiency legislation.

Your committee realizes fully the necessity of rigid enonomy
and has cut the department estimates to a point where further
reduction would cripple and weaken the service., It is confident
that our foreign intercourse can be carried on according to a
high standard of efficlency with the amounts carried in the items
of the bill, notwithstanding the fact that the war has placed us
in a position of economic potency quite equal to that svhich the
Central Powers hoped to obtain by conquest. It is a fact that the
pending bill is larger than the prewar appropriation law of 1915,
but this Great War has worked such extraordinary changes, both
economic and political, in our relations with the countries of
the world that the prewar policy in relation to foreign intercourse
must be partially, if not wholly, abandoned. The greater por-

tion of the world now finds its financial condition seriously im-

paired, its productive forces greatly weakened, and its inhabit-
ants unsettled, dissatisfied, and in many instances in open re-:
bellion against constituted authority; in fact, the economie,
industrial, social, and political poise of the world has been upset
and deranged. Our present machinery of government for deal-
ing with foreign relations is in need of complete reorganization.
It was effective in the past. It is not calculated to meet the
intricate and perplexing problems that now confront us. It will
be necessary in the reorganization to bring the economic and
political questions together, as the latter now depends on the
former, so that political and economic information may be con-

[ sidered jointly and used on the basis of the results attained by

binding them together.

In the prewar period we were a debtor nation ; to-day we are
the largest creditor nation in the world. We hold the bonds or
other evidences of indebtedness of a number of the recent bellig-
erents in the enormous sum of $10,000,000,000, upon which the
interest is in default. We have claims in the process of adjust-
ment against the recent belligerents which arose during our
period of neutrality of over $1,000,000,000, exclusive of the
claims of our citizens against the Mexican Government. There
are two ways for the adjustment of these claims, either throuzh
diplomatie channels or the appointment of commissions. The
former is unquestionably preferable, as the history of commis-
sions is largely a history of exasperating delays.

We have to-day almost a complete monopoly of the gold supply
of the world. We furnish the world's industries with a large
share of raw materials, and our exports of manufactured goods
have also increased enormously. The total value of imports
for the year of 1914 was §1,789,276,001; the total value of im-
ports for the first 11 months of 1019 was $3,523,772,809. The
total value of exports for the year of 1914 was $2,113,624,050 ;
the total value of exports for the first 11 months of 1919 was
$7,242,045,798. The merchant marine of the United States
since 1914 has increased 62.79 per cent. In 1914 the total Amer-
ican gross tonnage was 7,928,688; in 1919 it had increased to
12,907,300, to which should be added 690 Government-owned
ships delivered from the close of the fiseal year of 1019 to
December 31, 1919, totaling 2,151,852 gross tons, or a grand
total of 15,059.152 gross tons.

Inasmuch as American-owned vessels plying between Amcri-
can ports do not need the assistance of our consulates the ton-
nage of these vessels should be deducted from the estimate
above given. Many of them are engaged a part of the time in
plying between American ports and at other times in the over-
seas trade. It is therefore impossible to secure with any degree
of accuracy the exact amount of this reduction. I submit here-
with an illuminating chart showing the percentage of exports
and imports carried in American bottoms since 1780, It is
interesting to note that the minimum of 9 per cent was reached
in 1910, and that as a result of the war activities it has now
inereased to 26.4 per cent, and when vessels now under con-
struction by the United States Shipping Board are completed
and delivered will reach 40 per cent.

This enormous increase in tonnage of ships flying the Ameri-
can flag which carry the products of our factories and farms to
the markets of the world, and these increased exports and im-
ports, add very materially to the duoties of our consuls, as a
ship seldom stops at a port without receiving assistance of our
representative, and they are persuasive evidence against cutting
the estimates for consulates more than we have done. The fact
that the fees collected at the consulates makes the service
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largely self-supporting is in itself sufficient justification for the
apprepriation.

Before the war there was no difficulty about the rate of ex-
change; to-day the problem is perplexing the ablest financiers of
the world. The adjustment of this is undoubtedly more impor-
tant to us than any other nation, with the possible exception of
Great Britain ; otherwise we will not be assured of payment for
the merchandise which we sell to the people of foreign countries,
and our efforts to take advantage of our present opportfunities to
increase our foreign trade will be wholly thwarted.

U.S.SHIPPING IN FOREIGN TRADE
iy PERCENTAGE BY VALUE CARRIED IN AMERICAN BOTTOMS
=2~ - PERCENTAGE BY VALUE CARRIED IN FOREIGN BOTTOMS
VRLUL IR MIULIONS CARRIEDIN CARRIED IN
EXPORTS & INPORTS ANERICAN BOTTONS FOREIGN BOTTOMS
1789 . § I-ﬁd F“f;;—"—]
1800 $150 w :
figi0  $150 W .
1816 $231 Hé&;{‘“ ] s
1920 $142 w =
1830 s14a w B
11840 4239 “;;‘ ==
1850 $330 * E“_“::;_—S
1860 8762 Dl Sl
s %% 777
lis7o #9m :-;d-;-a $
1880 #1483 W ?“‘::_:_,7
1890 #1573 oo W
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1900 $2089 24 H‘_:ﬂ
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ro14 3785 Wt *
1919 $ 8850 ‘# .

| appropriate upon any such assumption.

in the adjustment of this rate of exchange it may be neces-
~sary for us to give assistance to nations which are in financial
distross, but I do not think we are justified in making them any
e loans. I am perfectly willing to help these nations to
but I am not willing to have the already overburdened
American taxpayer walk for them, We must impress upon
Etrape by this stern policy that more work and less bolshevism
is tlie only remedy for her economic and political ills.

War is still going on in Russia and Siberia ; Turkey and Mexico
are completely disorganized and in a state of ferment and rebel-
lion; and the relations between this country and the Central
Powers have not go far been restored.

In the prewar period the peoples of the world were happy,
contented, and reasonably prosperous; to-day there is a spirit of
unrest that threatens the very foundations of organized society.
dhe United States, with &ker beneficent government and great

wealth, is the enly safe anchor for clvillzation, and if we fail
to discharge the plain duty which destiny, perhaps, has placed
upon us, civilization may perish from the earth.

Before the war Congress gave little, if any, attention to the
ascertainment of political and economic conditions in foreign
countries. During the war we spent large sums of money for
these purposes and were richly rewarded for our efforts. The
appropriation for the emergency fund for the current fiseal year
is §700,000. A number of the members of this committee felt
that it should remain in this amount, but it was finally agreed
to reduce it to the sum of $400,000. It is important, in fact more
important, for this Government to keep itself fully informed of
the changes now taking place almost daily in the political and
economic conditions of many European and Asiatic countries
than it was during the period of actual warfare.

The estateg of American citizens tn China are administered in
the United States Court for China. They do not pay an in-
heritance tax to the Federal Government. Your committee felt
it advisable to extend this taxto these estates so that the Govern-
(rlnent would receive the revenue without regard to the place of

eath.

These are the considerations which moved your committee to
abanden, in part at least, the prewar appropriations and to main-
tain with material reductions, however, the war appropriations
for our foreign intercourse. It may be that the ratification of
the treaty of peace will aid in the solution of these great prob-
lems, but your committee does not think it prudent or wise to
[Applause.]

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, should not the gentleman re-
serve his time?

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my
time and yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
ReAvis].

Mr, REAVIS. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, T want to distinetly disavow in what I have to say any
disposition or desire to attack the Federal reserve banking sys-
tem as a system. I have always approved the legisiation which
created that organization. I have always looked upon it as one
of the constructive measures of this administration whose con-
tributions to the country in the time of war are almost beyond
computation. I have no complaint or quarrel with the system
as a system, but I have become convinced in my own mind that
many of the agents and employees of the regional banks have
started on a policy of oppression toward State banks that can
work only disaster. For some time‘ have been receiving letters
{rom various portions of my own State criticizing the officers
and agents of the regional bank at Kansas City in their at-
tempts to control the affairs of the Nebraskn State banks.
These letters have been more or less infrequent until the last
six weeks, since which time scarcely a day has gone by that
some one has not written me, some State banker, some officer in
some State bank, in respeet to the unconscionable conduct of
some of the agents and employees of these regional banks.
Inasmmch as I am not fully informed I have no desire or inten-
tion to discuss the merits of the confroversy between them. The
matter that I want to bring to the attention of the House is the
attempted coercion of the State banks to 1 them to adapt
a system that the State bankers are not willing to adopt. These
State banks are the creation of State legislation. They are
answerable only to State Jaw and State authority. There is
nothing in the Federal law creating the reserve system that
grants any power to the regional banks or the Federal Reserve
Board over the conduct of State banks. Yet I have received let-
ters showing that the officers and agents of the regional banks
in Kansas City, because some State banker in a small town
would not be obedient to their commands, because some bank
would not conduct its business in harmony with the ideas of the
oflicers of the Federal reserve bank, have gathered together as
high as $41,000 in checks on the bank in a small town and have
sent employees to that bank in an automobile and demanded
cash on the checks in legal tender. That is an oppression that
is likely to close a bank. It amounis almost to a. conspiracy to
wreck a bank, and it is about time somebody should be prose-
cuted for that sort of conduct.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. REAVIS. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. Can not the Federal Reserve Board here cor-
rect that evil?

Ar. REAVIS. I have written twice to the Federal Reserve
Board. I wonder if I may be permitted to read a letter which
reached me yesterday?

Mr. GARNER. What reply did the gentleman get from the
Federal Reserve Board?

Mr. REAVIS. Just the ordinary stereotype reply that the
matter would be looked into.

Mr. GARNER. And how long is it since the gentleman wrote?
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Mr. REAVIS. Two or three weeks.

Mr. GARNER. This same complaint is coming to other Mem-
bers of Congress. .

Mr. REAVIS. It is almost universal among the Members of
Congress. It is coming from all sections.

Mr. GARNER. With reference fo the oppression being brought
agalnst State banks by these regional banks.

Mr. REAVIS. I want to read a letter which I received yester-
day from one of the most prominent bankers of a small State
bank in my State. I know nothing of the facts which he relates
here, but I have known the gentleman for many years, and any
statement of facts he makes I would be willing to vouch for. I
ghall omit the name of the banker and the institution with which
he is connected, because I do not want him to be submitted to
further persecution, and also some little personal reference in
the letter. Otherwise the letter is as follows:

Jaxvary 20, 1920,

Hon. FrANE C. REAVIS,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

DEAR SIR: We want to call your attention to the arbitmriy methods
employed by the Federal reserve banks in trying to force all banks to
conform to their methods of doing businesa.

There was a meeting of the State Bankers' Association in Omaha this
week, which we attended, and we find that all the bankers of the Btate
are having the same experience. In one town—Pierce, Nebr.—this
State, we understand that representatives of the Federal banks saved
up enough checks until they had an aggregate of 3‘41,000, and then went
up in an automobile and demanded the cash for these checks.

We had a representative of the Federal reserve bank in our own bank
within the last two months who told us that he would bring us checks
here and in large amounts and he would demand legal tender and he
would show us whether we would refuse to do what they wanted us to
or not. He tried to browbeat us and said that he would make it hot
for us, that they would make us do as they wish. If we employed this
method of dolng business with our fellow bankers and save up checks
and go to a bank and try to force them to pay us the cash for a lot of
checks that we had saved up on them, we surely wounld be liable to the

act of trying to break the bank, and that is in
effect what the Federal reserve bank is trying to do with the State banks
who do not conform to thelr way of doing business.

I am even informed that at Plerce, Nebr., they have a man on the
ground trying to start a national bank in order to force the other banks
to terms. This is a great situation in free America, where we can have
institutions supported by the Federal Government that is going into
private business and trying to enforce methods onto other banks by
such tactics. We nsk that you take this matter up with the proper
apthorities and call the attention of Congress to the matter.

We are free-born American ci and object to such methods in
any line of the Government or in anyone. It is beginning to be that
the Government seems to want to take charge of all our affairs in every
way, and we think it is time to call a halt in the matter, not only in
this matter of the Federal Reserve Board but in a good many other
boards that have been created when there is no necessity o en,

We want the strictest laws against combinations and trusts and the
like, and then let the laws of m}:%ly and demand take their course.
Moo many dictators in every line of business being created.

The town of Pierce, Nebr., is a small town, and the bank in the
town necessarily must be small.

The conduct referred to with respect to that bank would
swamp any small State bank in the Nation; and it was evidently
done for that purpose, to coerce and oppress these men until
from fear of the consequences they would become obedient to
the organization which under the law has no control over them
at all, ;

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. REAVIS. I am afraid that I will not have the time.

Mr, STEVENSON, I just want to ask what is the thing
that they want them to do? Is not this the situation? Is it
not where banks are charging exchange for remitting their own
checks that the desire arises, and whenever they will not remit
for their own checks without charging exchange the banks who
get them for collection are sending them through and making
them pay them over the counter?

Mr. REAVIS. I do not know the controversy out of which
this arises, but I do know this, that the Federal Reserve System
created under the national law has no right legally or morally
to coerce and force by oppression a State institution to do their
will. I will say further that if such reprehensible conduct is
continued I shall do my best to see that legislation ample to
protect State institutions is enacted.

Mr. STEVENSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire an answer
from the gentleman. He says they are trying to make them do
something. What is the thing they are trying to make them do?
Are they trying to get them to remit their own checks, or what
is it?

Mr. REAVIS. It is not indicated, but I think the controversy
arises from the charging of exchange on checks. I am equally
certain the time has come to indicate to the Federal Reserve
System that Congress, having in its heart the instincts of fair
play, is determined that these State institutions shall not be
unnecessarily oppressed by the great Federal banking institu-
tions.

Mr. DENISON. Is not what they are trying to do to compel
the State banks to come in under the Federal Reserve System?

law under a conspira

Mr. REAVIS. There is no question about it. It is an effort
to coerce State banks into a great centralized banking institu-
tion under Federal control.

Mr. DENISON. I think if the gentleman will take time to
investigate he will find it originates in Washington.

Mr. REAVIS. I am not going to make the charge. I have
mentally drawn deductions, but they are merely deductions, and
I do not wish to reflect on anybody. But I wish to express my
opposition to things of this kind.

Within the last few weeks there has been a special meeting of
all the State bankers of my State, a special convention, to con-
sider this very proposition. They have been compelled to em-
ploy counsel to defénd their right to do business under a State
law, and to protect their institutions from oppression and the
coercion of the Federal reserve banks,

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska
has expired.

Mr, REAVIS. T ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks
by the publication of the letter referred to and the resolutions
adopted at a special meeting of all the State bankers of Ne-
braska, in which are cited the acts of oppression, and from which
they desire protection.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The following are the resolutions referred to:

Regolutions unanimously adopted at a special meeting of State bank
of Nebraska held at Oma.hnplanu&ry 14,51320. Al

1. Whereas the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas City and its branch
at Omaha have served notice nupon the State banks of Nebraska, which
are nonmembers of the Federal Reserve System, that on January 15 all
towns in Nebraska will be listed as par points, irrespective of the con-
sent of the banks in such matter; and

2. Whereas the said Federal reserve bank, through Iits branch and
representatives, has threatened in the event of refusal of the State
banks to render the service of remitting for checks without a reason-
able compensation to present such items for payment through the ex-
press companies or messengers and demand payment thereof in cash at
ter' gangn &1 event of noncompliance with such demand to protest such

ms ;

8. Whereas the sald Federal reserve bank, through its branch and
re?rm_entaﬁves, has held for an unreasonable time (in defiance of well-
established usage and custom and in defiance of a decision of the
Nebraska Supreme Court that a bank check must be promptly presented)
checks on Nebraska State banks until an important aggregate has been
accumulated and has then demanded payment in cash through messenger
or express company, for the very evident purpose of intimidating and
embarrassing payee banks; has in case of refusal to comply with this
demand threatened and is now actually attempting to organize national
banks in towns aiready amply supplied with banks whose patrons make
no complaint of existing rules and practices; has progested checks
which were not legally subjeet to protest; and in numerous other and
undignified ways is attempting to discredit the standing of nonmember
banks with their patrons. -

4. Therefore be it resolved, That in our Judgment such demands and
methods are unwarranted by law, a distinct departure from well-
established customs, and an unjustiﬁ.nble invaslon of the legal rights of
State institutions by the Federal Reserve d, which hus no juris-
diction whatever over Btate banks,

5. Be it further resolved, That we pledge ourselves to resist in every
legitimate way such demands and practices and endeavor to preserve
for our institutions the rights Tﬁunmteed under the laws of our Btate.

6. Be it further resolved, at the committee of three appointed by
the chairman of this meeting be given full authority to act for the non-
member State banks of Nebraska to carry out their wishes, 1o employ
counsel, to make assessments agalnst sald banks to defray any ex-
penses incurred, and to take whatever other action they may deem
necessary to secure the relief sought, and to act in cooperation with
gimilar committees in other States.

T. Be it further resolved, That we respectfully request the coopera-
tlon of our city correspondents in this matter, and will look with dis-
rav?}'a upon said correspondent banks if they assume an attitude to the
contrary.

8. Be it further rcsolved, That we recommend_that all nonmember
hanks which have agreed to par items for the Federal reserve bank
be, and are hereby, requested to recall such agreement promptly.

9. Be it further resolved, That our resentatives in Congress be
requested to demand an investigation of the acts and practices of the
J.i"eq?;ml Reserve Board and their representatives im relation to this
matter, -

10. Be it further resolved, That a copmf these resolutions be mailed
to every BState bank in Nebraska, the eral reserve bank, our R
resentatives in Congress, and the official representatives of State ban
in all other States.

11. Be it further rcsolved, That our thanks be extended to President

& Frantz and Secretary William B. Hughes, of the Nebraska Bankers'
Asgociation, for making the arrangements for this meeting and to the
Omaha banks for the entertainment provided.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

The committee informally rose; and Mr. PAlGeE having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate,
by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had
passed bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the
House of Representatives was requested:

S.411. An act to confer jurisdiction of the Court of Claims
to certify certain findings of fact, and for other purposes.

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL,

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. CONNALLY., Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, on the 8d of March, 1919, in the closing hours of the
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Qixty-fifth Congress, the House of Representatives passed a reso-
Intion earnestly requesting the peace conference when passing
upon the rights of various peoples to give consideration to the
elaims of Ireland. At a later date the Senate of the United
States adopted a similar resolution. During the consideration
of this matter in the House some of you may recall that I op-
posed its passage and sought to point out that the only probable
result of that measure would be to offend a friendly power, and
that it would in no wise cause the peace conference {o assume
jurisdiction of the question of the Irish republic. Of course, all
of us now know that that result has come to pass. We now
know—— .

Alr, FLOOD. I would like to know the gentleman’s authority
for saying the passage of that resolution offended a friendly
power. I read a statement from Mr. Lloyd-George in the House
of Commons, in which he said that resolution was inoffensive to
Great Britain. I do not know, therefore, what friendly power
the gentleman is referring to.

Mr. CONNALLY. I will say to the gentleman frem Virginia
that those of us who tried to keep up through the press with the
manner in which our action on the resolution was received in
Great Britain could not have failed to note in press dispatches
that it was not received very graciously by the British press.
I do not recall what Mr, Lloyd-George said and I do not take
issue with the gentleman from Virginia as to what he said. I
perhaps used language a moment ago that was not chosen with
due disecrimination if I said that it had offended. I should
have, perhaps, said that I sought to point out that it was cal-
eulated to offend a great power.

Baut all of us do now know that the passage of that resolution
did not have the effect of causing the peace conference to take
up the guestion of Irish independence. One of the results of
thaf actien on our part, however, was to give undue encourage-
ment to certain elements within this eountry who prey upon the

eredulity and enthusiasm of those groups of our citizens of Irish
blood. The peace conference not having given eonsideration to | th

the Irish question and Great Britain net having immediately
recognized the independence of Ireland, we are now confronted
in this House with a bill introduced by the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. Mason], now pending before the Republican Committee
on Foreign Affairs, in which it is proposed that Congress shall
appropriate money to defray the expenses of a minister and a
corps of consuls o the Irish republic.

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CONNALLY. I will be glad to de so.

Mr. BROWNE. I wondered why the gentleman termed the
Committee on Fereign Affairs as a Republican committee?

: Mr. CONNALLY. You are in charge. You are in the ma-
ority.

Mr. BROWNE. You are a member of if, are you not?

Mr. CONNALLY. To be sure I am, but I do not centrol the
committee. If the gentleman from Wisconsin seeks to disavow
the fact that the majority is in control in this House and in the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, as it is in every other committee
of this House, I shall be quite willing to put that disavowal into
truth after the next election.

Mr. BROWNE. The practice has been for Republican com-
mittees to be nonpartisan, but I see that the gentleman thinks
that a committee is either Republican or Democratic from his
partizsan view.

Mr. CONNALLY.
sensitive about this matter. I want to say to him and to others
that, while I am frank to confess that I can not, except with
great difficulty, believe that a Republican Cengress is seriously
considering the question of the passage of the bill, yet I am
eonvineed that it is being sought by the majority party now, as
it has been sought in the past, to try to make those portions of
our citizenship which are of Irish blood believe that the Repub-
lican Party is in favor of the bilL. A very unusual proposition
iz here presented. We are urged to send an ambassador to the
republic of Ireland, and by so doing to recognize the putative
Irish republic as a functioning and operating government. We
are solemnly asked to officially challenge the authority and
Government of Great Britain in so far as they apply to the
island of Ireland. It is proposed that the Congress of the
United States, speaking for the American people, shall say to
Great Britain that the United States no longer recognizes Ire-
land as a part of the British dominions, but that henceforth our
Government shall transact ifs diplomatic intercourse affecting
matters pertaining to Ireland not through the ambassador at
London but through a diplomatice representative at Dublin.

This remarkable proposal is seriously suggested just as we
are laying aside our arms so recently employed in the greatest
conflict that ever shook the foundations of erdered society or
taxed all the resources and energies of republican governments

The gentleman from Wisconsin is unduly |

and in which our own efforts were linked with those of Great
Britain. I can not belleve that the Congress will, and I know
that the people of the United States do not, look with approval
upon this nnfortunate and mischievous measure.

The real temper and purpose of the more prominent protago-
nists of this bill may be ascertained somewhat from the attitude
of Judge Cohalan of New York, who appeared before the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs in the hearings shortly before Christ-
mas. While I said a moment ago that I could not seriously
believe that the Republican House wonld undertake to pass
this measure, yet the very fact that for two days the committee
held open hearings on the bill has given weight to the suspicion
that the Republican Party is secking to create the Impression
among the Irish citizenship of this country that it sympathizes
with the bill.

Judge Cohalan, while before the committee, was interrogated.
I asked him questions, and as a result the following dialogue
took place:

Mr. CoNNaLLy. Let u urther question,
eitizen : Supposing wemsh;uftd’ 2 ml:his mwlut:lon Mtga &mnﬁdtﬁ:

should ‘take o!e.nsa at i n.nd. om' action should in war; as
wﬂun:mmmmsotowstto

Judge Commx
strong, when a st!'uatlnn
that appears to them to be ju.n. have never found any Mmm
American citizen whe was not in favor of dolng that whieh would
maintain justice, even thouxh it wounld bring war. [Applause.]

Mr. ConxNarLy. Then, I understand you to answer my question in the

whether we were weak or
presented to the America:

affirmative?

;rudge Comm.v. Undou.bf.e:lly. under thosze circumstance

CoxNALLY. That you are: tor the United Btntcs if her

sct.lon in this ﬁxmid eventuate ar with Great Bﬂtnfn—that
. you are in faver to war with Gmut Britain to. liberate Ireland?

iﬂdggnwxuu l[uu%l“ - direct.

on was v
Judge Lonu..m. yo.

Mr. CoNNALLY, J: there’wan not any ques-
tion about what the audience took my quurthm to fmply.

Judge CoHALAN, I am going to a.nswe! our qnmﬂnn. and there will
not be any doubt as to my mpl%:n th!: from conditions over
there and from a close y of glish l.nd from a knowledge
of what confronts the ruling class of Gmt Briuun to-day, when they
are almost face to face with internal revolution, when the masses are
demanding not only a share im the but control of the Gav-
ernment, a8 they never have at anytgreﬂons time, I say that, in my
epinion, we would never be fa uch mntmsencx as that .
but in the face of that I insist and reiter that, a an American citi-
RI: I ?ould be in favor abselutely of doing that wm:h was just. [Ap-
plause.

It will be noted that when at last Judge Cohalan was held
to make answer to the specific question as to whether he would
be willing for the United States to risk the fssue of war with
another power to serve the Irish eause he unblushingly, though
reluctantly, admitted that to be the opinion to which he held.
While this Irish patrioteer remains here at home safe and se-
cure, he avows it to be his will that American boys shall die on
the high seas and their bodies be devoured by the monsters of

' the deep, or that others of them shall die in celd and cheerless

trenches, or that others may bake and bleach on burning battle
fields, if his own political purposes may be served here in
America. He is perfectly willing and seems to view without
alarm the faet that by his incitement brave and rash Irishmen
in Ireland may rise in riot, only to meet useless and tragic
death. If he here in Ameriea may ingratiate himself into the
confidence and the affection of the Irish voters, may appeal to
their imagination as the apostle of Irish freedom, he is indiffer-
ent as to possible cansequences.

A short time ago the press carried a statement that Mr.
Eamon de Valera, advertised as the * president of the Irish
republie,” would speak in the eity of Washington. I heard his
utterances on that occasion. I heard him, in attempting to
repel the charge that eertain elements in Ireland had been un-
friendly to the enuse of the Allies, undertake to deny it, but in

- doing so he used substantially the following langunage:

Ireland was at war with but one nation. That was the one with
which she had been at war for 750 years.

Let us for a moment analyze the language which was thus
employed. It can not be doubted that if * Ireland was at war
with but one nation,” then she was, at least in spirit, at war.
Was she at war with the German Empire or with Ausiria-
Hungary, or with Bulgaria, or with Turkey? If could not have
been with one of these powers, for neither of them has for T50
years been at war with Ireland. There can be no escape from
the conclusion that Ireland, at Ieast in spirit—the Ireland of
Mr. de Valera and the “ republic” of which he is the putative
president, not the Ireland of all the Irish people, but this Ireland
of which he pretends to be the titular head—was hostile to the
success of Great Brifain in the struggle which has just come to
a close.

If the Irish republic of Mr. de Valera was at war with Great
Britain, she was hostile to our own purposes, because both in
the test of battle on sea and in the clash of arms on land our
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interests were the interests of the Allies; our allies were Great
Britain’s allies, our friends were her friends, and her ensmies
were our enemies. And this, according to the * president of the
Trish republie,” was the attitude of those whom he

I am informed that the * president,” De Valera, is an American
citizen. If so, he values very lightly that proud status.

Mr. MOORES of Indizna. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield for a guestion?

Mr. CONNALLY. Yes

Mr. MOORES of Indinna. I would like to kmow if he has
ever taken the oath of allegiance to the British Government?

Mr. CONNALLY. I am not informed. The gentleman will
have to ask some one else about that. But in so far as the
matter affects my own convictions as to what this Congress
should do, it is a matter of indifference whether he is a native-
born expatriate or still an American citizen. In either event he
sets little value on the citizenship he once enjoyed if he does
not now enjoy it. He is willing to alienate and expatriate him-
self and surremder n status which usunlly proudly confers
privileges greater than under any flag that flies, smd is willing
to become an mlien in fact as well as he is in thought.

Some days ago a statement appeared in the public press to
the effect that a campaign had been launched in New York for
the purpose of floating a $10,000,000 bond issue for the * Irish
republic.” ¥From the enthusiastic and credulous people of Irish
blood, with their passions arounsed by oratory and dramasatics,
these fands will be carefully collected, mo «doubt. It is mot
beyond the range of probability, hewever, that they will be
expended in propagsnda and in the exploitation of self-appointed
leaders here in the United States, Mr. de Valera, ms long as he
is in the United States as an individual, as long as he respects
the laws of this country and those considerations which should
be suggested by the hospitality which he enjoys, is welcome, but
when he parades himself around over this couniry pretending to
be the “president of the Irish republic” he shows a lack of
consideration for our own national interests and welfare, He
is willing that we suffer embarrassment in order that reality
may be given to his flimey ‘dreams, that his “ presidency of the
Irish republic ” may be transmuted into actuality.

Mr. TATRFTHLD. Mr. Chairman, will ‘the genfleman yield?

My, CONNALLY. I ghall be glad to:yield.

Mr, FAIRFIELD. Does the gentleman believe that there is
any action that could be taken hy our own Government with
reference to the activity of the “ president of the Irish republic,”
or, in other words, is the thing that he is doing here, which you
may say is against the interests of a friendly power, of such g
nature that the executive part of our Government should take
cognizance of it?

Mr. CONNALLY. I would say ito the gentleman from Indiana
that that is a legal iquestion which I have not had oeccasion to
examine, and 1 am sure that the geatleman from Indiann,
on aceount ©of his scholarship, is quite as well if net better
%emmd to examine that qguestion than the gentleman Trom

XAS,

Now, let no one go from this presence with the statement on
his lips that I am lacking In ippreciation of the many admirable
attributes of the Irish race. 1 am not forgeiful of the zenerous
and chivalric nature of that brave peeple. With & spirvit and
recklessness 'that excite the wonder of 41l men, they have strug-
gled and died for what they have wconceived to ibe their Tights.
Iveland’s sons have with pen and sword inscribed théir glory
and herolsm on every glowing page of modern history. Her sons
have played a Jarge and moble part in ‘the making of America,
while others have shed imperishable luster upon fhe British
realm and have generously wcontributed of their genius to the
improvement of her institutions. Her poets and playwrights
have charmed the readers of the Englgl)a language, and her
orators at the bar and in Parliament have marvelously per-
suaded the reason and stirred and swayed the emotions. In
sharp and striking contrast to the conduct of Cohalan and De
Valera in America was thesetion of thousands of ipatriotic Irish-
men in Ireland who volunteered and fought courageously in the
armies of the Allies. 1t Is pleasing to turn from the pictures of :
the former to look upon the gripping chapters of seme of the
most desperate engagements and campaigns of the war and to
see written there in large letters the exploits mnd achievements
of men of Irish blood. To them and to their valor we cheerfully |
accord .an abundant measure of iadmiration.

I also embrace this opportunity to give assurance that I am
no apologist for British rule in Ireland in the past. There can
be no ‘question of ‘the wnfortunate methods which have often |
been ‘employed by Great Britain in dealing with ‘that people.
However, the Brifish Parliament and ministers, prompted by
their own national interests, seem disposed to devote their best

energies to a solution of the Irish .question. Tt is said that the !

lacd act of 1903 has realized much of Parnell’s dreams andl has
enabled the Irish farmers fo purchase their land mpon most
favorable terms. While Great Brifain is striving to bring to
bear the best thonght of the Empire to devise a plan of political
autonomy for Ireland, no true friend of the Irish serves her well
by imciting revelution and riot which can but bring tragedy and
despair.” Ireland, perhaps, if left alone by the agitators and
strife breeders beyond her borders, who during the strife, the
revolution, and riot which their efforts may bring about, may be
trusted to remain safely out of the zone of fire, might realize
home rule through the establishment of two pariaments coordi-
nated and unified by a supreme council of Ireland. She might
attain a dominion form of government similar to that of Canada
or Australia, and while -enjoying self-rule would lose nothing
of her security by the protection of the British flag.

Under this state of affairs the real friend of the Irish people
serves them poorly, and the real American serves America poorly,
when he seeks, either intentionally er by incitation, which in its
indirect eifects may have the same result, to incite tnrbulence
and terror-among the Irish people.

Aside from the ether angles from which this matter may be
viewed, pelitics is playingz a deminant part. The Nepublican
Party has been, and is now, I believe, seeking to insinuate dteelf
into the good graces of those elements of foreign extraction
among whom it ds believed that there still lingers an affection
for foreign lands., I believe that fer some time there has been
an attempt to foment among them a dissatisfaction mnd a (lis-
content with the manner in which our international affairs have
been handled, for the sinister purpose of capitalizing that is-
content in the impending election.

Now, you will perhaps recall that—not by direct statement
but by implication and insinuation—those elements of our citi-
zenship svho are of Italian blood have been given to understond
that the peace congress «iid mot selve in .a fair and proper
manner the .question of Fiume, and that within the party
which is mow in power in this House mnay be found their only
friend. The Greek voters of the United States have been in-
formed-—not in black and white statement, perhaps, but mever-
theless just .as effectively informed—that Greece was net ac-
corded @as large a share of territory out of the spoils af yictory
as was her due. And even these of -our citizens who ave of
German extraction were told in the Senate of the United States
only .a little while ago by a Senator of the same pelitical per-
suasion as the magjority of this House that the ferms.of pence,
as imposed by the treaty, were too-enerous; that they bore oo
heavily upon their kindred ncress the sea; and that cemplaing
came from these who .only a little while before the terms of
peace ad been made known had been <clamering for fhe anost
exacting terms, for a dictated peace—one that sheuld grimd the
vanguished into the wery .dust.

And now, last end largest, becanse they have the nnost yotes,
the Irish are told that -at Paris Ireland «did mer get its free-
dom, and by hinots and neds and shrugs and winks fhey are
insidiously urged to believe that the Republican Party is the
party that avears the shamrock smnd the green neavest its heavt,
Gentlemen on the Republican =side of tlie House, why do won not
leeep your implied promise to the Irish &nd bring out this bill
amd pass it or else Wo your duty and kill 4t, se that there may
be mo flonbt as fto where this Congress stands on thut meagure?
[Applause.] Oh, do not be decaived. Why does not that won-
‘derful, moiseless, rubber-tired, ball-bearing steerivg committes
wof yours——

A Mpwner. Some one suggests * bearing.” [Laughter.]

Mr. CONNALLY. Well, T know ‘that it is bearing; not per-
haps that svhich it ought to bear, but it is bearing meverthdloss,
Wiy does not that committee * that'bloweth where no one listeth
and mo man knows wihence it wometh or whither it goeth™—
‘why does not that committee say something to its waiting und
doelle servitors :so that you may knew what to deo with this
megsure? Has it come to pass that the telephone and the tale-
izraph 'wires .are dewn? Can you mot get any communnication
from that magic man, Will Hayes, that political prestidigitator,
from whose radiant personality comes that which the Republicon
House of Representatives is required to pass—this wonderful
jpotentate, who both forecasts and recasts Republican legislative
wetion? Oh, why de mot you let the Irish know? Why do net
;you let the American public know what is ‘to be dlone with this
Ibill, introduced by @ lifelong Republican and pending in the
Poreign Affairs Committee:since the 27th day «of last May? Oh,
/dear Irish friends, do not be deceived. They want your votes.
"To kill this bill wounld disillusion you. Do mot you ‘see, .dear
friends? Nothing ean be done mow. 0h, dear American public,
illo mot you see fhat they want your votes mlso? "They need your
wotes also, Can mot you see that they emn -do nothing now?
Wait. WWaitonly o little while. To kill this bill s they should
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would disillusion you. Now, both dear friends, can not you see
why it is necessary to wink and smile and hint and nod and shrug
and hoodwink both of you? [Laughter.]

So far as I am concerned, I repudiate and denounce appeals to
class and faction in our land. Are we Americans legislating
lere for America or are we mere traffickers in votes, afraid to
nct upon a measure of this kind for fear it might offend some
element of our citizenship or afraid that it might not be po-
litically expedient?

AMr, KNUTSON. Does the gentleman repudiate and renounce
the slogan, “ He kept us out of war,” which his party put
forward in 1916 fo catch the German vote?

Mr. CONNALLY., The gentleman wants to know if we re-
nounce the slogan of 1916 that “ He kept us out of war,” and
he says that was done to catch the German vote. No; I will
tell you who renounced that. In the fall of 1918, in the con-
gressional election, the Republican Party, of which the gentle-
man from Minnesota is the whip on that side of the House,
renounced that doctrine and appealed to our citizenship, to
every element that was dissatisfied with the declaration of war
and with the conduct of the war—silently, perhaps, so far as
the public was concerned, but nevertheless effectively—and in
1918 the gentleman’s party received the advantage of the vote
of every voter in this country who was dissatisfied with the
declaration of war and with its conduct to which appeal could
be made, and you capitalized it. Then, having learned to cap-
italize such elements of our citizenship, you are seeking to
repeat that performance at this time. [Applause.]

If this Republic shall ever perish—and in the Providence of
God may it always survive—it will probably fall through class
strife, through the conflict of the classes, industrial or social or
racial classes, or groups who view the whole question of the
life or the death, of the survival or the dissolution of our sys-
tem from the narrow and selfish horizon of their own supposed
welfare, those whose views are so contracted by class or race
as to preclude that broader vision of the welfare of the whole
Nation.

As Representatives we do not possess the right to vote away
the treasure and the lives of our countrymen as caprice or fancy
or political expediency may dictate. There must exist some
cause sufficient in law and morals to justify such a course. You
and I are trustees for those vast powers, and for their keeping
we are solely responsible. I can not view with patience an at-
tempt to place my country in the attitude which the passage of
this bill would inevitably create. I shall not needlessly affront
our ally and cobelligerent. We shall neither fawn nor be afraid
in her presence, but we can not withhold respect for her wonder-
ful people and her vast contribution to civilization. While I
should not surrender the least of our rights or compromise in the
glightest degree our dignity to meet any demand on her part, I
should not deny to her the same respectful treatment which I
expect to always demand that she accord my own country. Still
less am I constrained to do that which might be construed as an
unfriendly and impertinent act that, if performed by her toward
us, would rouse all the latent defiance of outraged pride.

Our country for more than 140 years has inspired and quick-
ened throughout the world aspirations for liberty and self-gov-
ernment, She has not wrought that great result by meddling
and interfering in the affairs of other nations, but by the ex-
ample which she has set of justifying the claim to self-govern-

ment, by vindicating the power of the people to govern them-

selves,

Her influence has reacted upon even the archaic monarchies of
Europe and has brought to the peoples of England and France
and Italy, of Spain, and at last of Germany and Austria, a large
portion of liberty and a greater share in their governments.
May that policy be pursued in the years to come, except where
treaty obligations or clear and unmistakable national interests
of our own make another course necessary or advisable.

Though we have just stepped from the stage of a frightful
struggle with the world aecclaim of victory still ringing in our
ears, and while all about us the earth heaps its gratitude that
our strength turned defeat into triumph and the night into
glorious day; while the whole world, yet suffering from the
agonies of that terrible conflict and her festering wounds,
gtill feverish and inflamed, vividly recall the anguish and
wretchedness which she has so lately suffered, earnestly longs
for a peace that shall last; as we stand peering into the vast
no man’s land before us, we can not push our listening posts
nor can we scatter our patrols far enough to discover all of
the dangers that await us or all of the abysses of woe into
which the passions of men or military or racial ambitions of
nations may seek to plunge our country. While I trust that the
pathway that lies ahead may never be crossed by a hostile
power—that never again may America be summoned to lead
her manhood and youth out upon the martial fields to meet

the shock of an enemy—if such a time ever does come—
whether it bhe to test our strength with the unnumbered
millions of the Far East or whether it be to repel the rising
tide of anacchy and chaos set in motion by the disordered and
maddened masses of Russia in an effort to engulf us in its
pitiless and bottomless depths, I should entertain greater
assurance of my country’s safety in such a time of terrible trial
had I the knowledge that she would enjoy the friendship even,
if not the active assistance, of that great people whom I am
unwilling to offend by the passage of this bill. Let no one in
blindness or zeal for Irish freedom lessen the influence or
impair the prestige of America, the one great Nation in whom
is found the noblest champion of liberty on the globe.

Mr. PORTER. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. BrowxEe].

Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit-
tee, I desire to address myself to a bill that has been reported
favorably by the Judiciary Committee known as the Graham bill,
which I believe is one of the most important bills before the
House of Representatives.

Mr. Chairman, I am a firm believer in freedom of speech and
of the press and free assemblage. Free speech and freedom of
the press are essential to democracy. Without these three great
safeguards representative government would be impossible. I
am opposed to the Graham bill, as reported by the Judiciary
Committee, and whose advocates are now asking for a special
rule to bring it before Congress, because I believe it to be an
unjustifiable assault upon the rights and integrity of the press
and the American people. Freedom of speech and of the press
was realized after years of valiant fighting. In England King
James denied the right of freedom of speech even in the Parlia-
ment. The American Colonies were denied freedom of speech,
which was one of their greatest grievances against the English
Government.

RELIGIOUS LIBERTY AND FREEDOM OF SPEECH GUARANTEED.

The first amendment to the Constitution of the United States
proposed at the first meeting of the first Congress, on March 4,
1789, reads as follows:

Con 3 ghall make no law
prohih%{gg the free exercise thmcgl? %l?rnmestag ltiggl?%dginrﬁgg;ggegg
or of the press or the right of the people peaceably to assemble.

The makers of the Constitution regarded freedom of speech
and of the press as of such great importance to a free people in
the maintenance of their freedom that they placed the right of
freedom of speech and of the press beside the right to worship
God according to the dictates of consclence.

BUFFICIENT LAWS ON THE SUBJECT,

My contention, Mr, Speaker, is that the existing sedition laws,
which were placed on the statute books during the Civil War,
are sufficient to meet present-day conditions. If they are not,
they can be easily amended without repealing them and without
endangering the sacred rights guaranteed us by the Constitu-
tion. It should also be remembered that each State has laws
upon this subject to meet their own conditions,

The overwhelming majority of the American people believe in
our institutions that have withstood the attacks of agitators for
over a century. The United States has grown and prospered as
no other nation ever has without the drastie eensorship proposed
by the Graham bill. Our institutions have grown stronger and,

.in my opinion, there has never been a time when the enthusiastic

love of country was as general and spontaneous among the
people as it is to-day. This was shown by the acquiescence to all
laws, orders, and even suggestions promulgated during the war,
and in the willingness of the people to aid in the various war

activities.
DRASTIC SEDITION LAWS FAIL,

The only other time that freedom of speech or of the press ofi
of the right of the people peaceably to assemble has been ser¥
ously questioned in the United States was by the passage of thi
alien and sedition laws in 1798. This legislation was quicklf
repealed, and the old Federalist Party, through whose efforts
the law was passed, was swept from power forever by an indig-
nant people.

The United States laws on the subjeet of sedition ave taken
from éhe Federal Penal Code of 1910, under Crimes, chapter 1,
page

Section 4, inciting, and so forth, rebellion or insurrection:

Whoever incites, sets on foot, assists, or engages in any rebellion or
insurrection a the authorities of ithe United States or the laws
thereof, or gives ald or comfort thereto, shall be imprisoned not more
than 10 years or fined not more than $10,000, or both ; and shall, more-
over, be incapacitated from holding any office under the United States,

Page 7, section 6, seditious conspiracy:

If two or more Ipersom; in any State or Territory, or in any Elam sub-
ect to the jurisdlction of the United States, conspfre to overthrow, put
own, or destroy by force the Government of the United States, or to
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1 agaius r to se by feree the autherity thereof, or by
}g:'{ﬂ‘::rpmmtf gmr?or d:?ar;a thebymm:ltinn ot‘:l;ny Iit; of thg'ﬂnitng‘
Btates, or by foree to seize, take, or possess any m of the United!
States contrary to the authority thereof, they each be fined not
more than §5,000 or imprisoned not more than six years, or both.

The States all have statutes on the subject applicahle to their
conditions.. Under our existing laws the aparchists, the com-
munists, and the dangerous radicals have made very little head-
way in the last 50 years. In:fact, the dangerous radical has
mate fewer converts in the United States than in amy other
eountry in the weorld.

Mr. BLANTON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BROWNE. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. Where a newspaper or a publi¢ speaker ad-
voeaies the overthrow of this Government by force and violence,
does the gentleman held that that is a proper exercise of a con-
stitutional prerogative?

Mr. BROWNE. I think thatiwonld be a violation oflaw, and!
I think it would come properly under our existing sedition lasws.

Mr. BLANTON. The Attorney General says that: he needs
Turther law to meet the present emergeney.

Mr. BEOWNE. I read the statement of the Attorney Genmeral.

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman know. that copies of such,

publications as this one entitled Freedom, a journal of eonstrue-
tive anarchy, which preaches anarchy, and the violent overthirow
of this Government, are to-day and have been for months circu-
Iated through our mails, in the very face of the law of our coun-

try, and that under the present law our Government is powerless:

to stop it? Is the gentleman willing to have such a condition
exist fn this Government, where the Attorney General and the
other law-enforcing officials of the Government have to be
gunarded to prevent their assassination in their home country of
the United States? Is the gentleman willing to let that go on?
Mr, BROWNHE. In apnswer to the gentleman’s question I will

say that T am giving the law as it exists now in the United States.

and in the several States, and that T think those laws, if they
are enforeed as they should be, will cover such cases. Now, I

understand the Attorney General himself is quoted in tlie papers

as not favoring this bill.

Mr. BLANTON. But he does favor a sedition law.

Mr. BROWNE. I am not speaking against sedition laws.
We have got to take up and diseuss them as they are reporfed
by the committee. There is too much general talk on both sides.
I hold that when vre pass a seditlon law here we should weigh

each word carefully, and not simply do as they used fo do on the -

frontier, set o gon in the front yard to keep ouf robbers, and
shoot friends and robbers alike. We want to protect ourselves
against anarchistg, but we want also to protect our own people
in a free and falr disenssion and criticism of our Government.
[Applause.] That is the position I take.

Our existing laws have been interpreted by our courts; the
meaning of, every word has been determined by the decisions.of
our highest courts. To change these laws and place in their
stead new criminal statutes with the death penalty attached to
their violation would have a tendency to bully and intimidate the
Ameriean people, so that they would not. dare to enter upon a
Tair disen=sion of our Constitution, the laws on our statute books,
and the aects of an administration in power.

DEATH PENALTY.

Notwithstanding a very considerable number of the States
liave abelished eapital punishment, this section of the law pro-
vides for the death penalty for ifs violation. It further provides
that anyone is guilty of the violation of the law who sets on foot
or assists in the use of force or violence. Under section 6, a per-
son might not be gullty of using force himself, but by means of
propaganda or speech might he said to set on foot or assist. Such
persons would be subjeet to the death penalty if convicted of
violating this section.

Section 2 is subject to the same critieism.

Seetion 3 provides that ne person shall orally or by writing,
printing, or the use of any sign, symbol, pieture, earieature, or
otherwise teach, incite, advoeate, propose, or advise, or aid, abet,
or encourage forcible resistance to the Government.of the United
States, its Constitution, laws, and authority, or the zovernment
of the several States, all or any of them, or the existence of con
gtituted governments generally or defend * * * the injury
or destruetion of publie or private property as a meauns of chang-
ing the Constitution, laws, or Government of the United States
or defeating the authority thereof.

The above section is very broad and quite ambigueuns. It
contemplates that a person might by sign, symbol, picture, cari-
cature abet or encourage forcible resistance to the Government
of the United Sfates and its authority or the existence of cons
stituted govermment gemerally.

Undler: this sentute o jury would have the right to pass upon
(e guestion of whetlier a pleture or cartoon di@inot abet or

eneonrage forcible resistance to the Government of the United
Stuntes or the aufhority of the Umited States, or the existenee
of comstituted governments generally. I do not know what is
meant by the existence of constituted government generally
/the way it is intended in this statmte. It ean unot mean the
Government of the United States, beeause that has alveady been
designated. It must therefore mean mumicipal, township zov-
ernment, or it might even mean: a foreign Government.
I want in that connection to read an extract from May's Con-
stitutional History of England, volume 2, page 2001:
i, Let ns new examine the general results of the leng contest which
‘had been maintained between the ill-vegulnted, misehievous; and often
eriminal strugfles of the peeple for frecdom, on. the one hand, and tha
harsh pollcy of repression maintained by the Government, on the other,
The: last 28 years of the relgm of Geerge LIl formed n period off perilans
transition for liberty of opinian. %%ne the right of free disenssiun
had been diseredited bif factieua license, by wild and dnngerons theories,
by turbulenee ami sedition, the govermment and legisiature in guarding
against these excesses had discountenanced and repressed legitlmate
agitation. = * ¢ Agpthority was placed in constant antagonism to
large masses of people who Bad no voice in the Government of thelr
country. Mutual distrust and alienation grew up between thom. The
le lost confidence In rulers, whom they. knew only by oppressive
axes and harsh laws sevevely admimistered. The Government, har-
assed by suspicions of disaffection, detected conspirmey aud tveasom in
every murmur of popular discontent.
That is the situation practically to-day In the United Siates.
I wish now fo direet my attention to another section of the
Graham bill, and many of these sedition hills are practieally
the same In regurd to a few. of these prineipal featnres,
Section 3 further provides that no person,shall oraly or by
the use of pictures, caricature, or othierwiss, defend the injury
or destruction of public and private property. If publie prop-
erty or privaie property should be destroyed or injured ns the
result of a labor strike, every person who aided or encourazed
the strike or who in any way defended the strikers mighi he
held by a jury to be guiliy under section 3 and be subject to a
penalty of 20 years' impriscument.
POSTMASTER: GEXERAL CRNZOR.

Section G provides that the Postmaster General shall pass
upon every book, magazine, newspaper, sign, symbol, or com-
munication, writing, pictorial, printed matter, and so forth. If
the Postmaster Generanl or ofte of his authorized clerks deter-
Jnine that auy letter, paper, magazine, or any other wriiing
that passes through:the mail vislotes this- law or makes na
appeal to racial prejudiees, the intended and probable result of
which appeal is to cause rioting or the resort to force and 'vio-
lenee within the United States or any place sublject to the juris-
dietion thereof; he can declare the same nonmailable.

In digenssing the powers conferred on the Postnmaster Gens
eral there is nething personal intended.. My remarks are
directed against'the giving of any person the right to determine
without even o hearing what is seditious.

Section. T° of the law provides thmt amy letter, book, mnza-
zine; newspaper, document, and so forth, whiech has been de-
elared nenmailable: by the Postmaster General or his clerk
shail ‘not be transportable in any other. way, by express or by
publie: or private eonveyance. This section of the law pives
the Postmaster General the right: to censor or say what 116,
000,000+ people shall read. It provides: for no trial and! no

appeal.

This provisiomn of the preposed Iaw-is very much more dreastie
than the espionage law, which was a war measurve and swas
passed with the provise that it should expire when t(he war
ended. Under the provision of. the proposed law any writing
which had been passed upon: adversely by the Postmaster Gens
eral could not be eircnlated in any way. It could not be handed
to a person. If the Postmaster Gemeral showid pass uponm a
speech im the CoxGREssToNAL ReEcomw adversely, any persen
would vielate this law who handed the: REcomp te a member of
his: family, or-evemn exhibited it to his: atterney te obtain an
opinion.

Under the less drastic espionage law the: Postmaster  General
replied . to a suit in the Federal court by deelaring that “ he
acted in his uncontrolled discrétion and under the law was not
ncc?nntab]e to anyone: for the. jusiiee or effect of his officinl
aet.”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman: yield? "

Mr. BROWNE. Yes. L

Mr. BLANTON.. It was not the Postmaster General or tha
Attorney General when Czolgocz got in his work. :

Mr. BROWNE. I hold that these people who want to support
anarchists and read literature that emanates from cel¥ars aml
underground places we will have with us always. We have had

those people ever since the world existed, just as we: have lind
robbers: and murderers. and the lasww that it is proposed to enaet
will not eliminate them, for you will have just as many afters
wards, and if you read the history of this-eountry yow will find
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that the assassination of our public men has been less than it
has been in any other country. Where you find the anarchists
thrive the most is in your autocratic government, where your
censorship laws are the most drastie.

Mr. BLANTON. But the soviet ambassador of Lenin and
Trotski does not oeccupy the cellars. He occupies one of the
most fashionable apartment houses in the city of Washington.

Mr. BROWNE. Then that is the fault of your administration,
the Department of Justice.

Mr. BLANTON. It is not my fault; it is the fault over here.

Mr. BROWNE. The soviet government of Lenin and Trotski
has a censorship on the press, for they are afrald of a revolu-
ticn. They have a drastic censorship, and the censorship is
used by the radicals Lenin and Trotski just as much as it is
by the other autoeratic governments.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wis-
consin has expired.

Mr. BROWNE, I will ask the gentleman to yield me five
minutes more.

Mr, PORTER. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman.

. Mr. BAER., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
! Mr. BROWNE. Yes.

Mr. BAER. I can furnish the gentleman with a quotation
from Abraham Lincoln’s first inaugural address and one from
an address made by Thomas Jefferson, if he wants it, and I am
-sure that Attorney General Palmer, with the Graham law in
force, could take Jefferson by the nape of the neck and put him
in jail if he were on earth to-day. DBut I understand that he
states the Graham law is no child of his department.

Mr. BROWNE. I know that parts of the Declaration of
Independence have been considered absolutely unmailable.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. BROWNE. Yes.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Does the gentleman say that
he knows that some portions of the Declaration of Independence
are unmailable under this law?

Mr. BROWNE. I think that some parts would be under the
proposed Graham bill.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I would like to have the gentle-
man, in his time, put in those extracts from the Declaration of
Independence that, in his judgment, would be unmailable under
this law, or any statement of Thomas Jefferson or of Abraham
Linecoln.

Mr. BAER. I will furnish the gentleman with an editorial
from a New York World, wherein it says that Mr. Pulitzer
had printed a part of the Declaration of Independence in his
yearbook every year, and Mr. Cobb says the World would be
absolutely unmailable under the provisions of this law if en-
acted, and several jurists have told me the same thing.

Mr. BROWNE. Take the part of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence where it states that whenever any form of govern-
ment is destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to
alter or to abolish it. Also that clause in the Declaration of Inde-
pendence states when long abuses and usurpations evinces a
design to reduce them under absolute despotism, it is their right,
it is their duty, to throw off such government. I think under
the provisions of the Graham bill it would be doubtful whether
you could mail the Declaration of Independence,

- Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I have not read the Graham
bilL

Mr. BROWNE. Then I commend it to the gentleman for his
reading before he tries to defend it.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I am not defending it.

Mr. BROWNE. Let me, in this connection, call your atten-
tion to a newspaper extract which I have here stating that a
minister of the gospel up in Canada, where they have rather
severe censorship laws, but no more drastic than the Graham bill,
has been placed in jail for quoting a passage from the Bible.

Canada seems to be afraid of its people and has just passed
a drastic censorship law. The other day the Canadian Gov-
ernment had one of its ministers, the Rev. J. 8. Woodsworth,
indicted for quoting the passages from the Bible:

That is literally true. The indictment upon which Rev. J. 8. Woods-
worth is being tried reads:

“That J. 8. Woodsworth, in or about the month of June, A. D. 1919
at the city of wnnuiﬁeg, in the Province of Manitoba, uniawfully and
seditiously published libels in the words and figures following:

“i%Woe unto them that decree unrighteous decrees, and that write

ievances which they have prescribed; to turn aside the needy from
udgment, and to take away the right from the poor of my people, that

?Ilsc:ltiwg )may be their prey, and that they may rob the fatherless.’
ah.

“4 And they shall build houses and inhabit them, and they sghall
plant vineyards, and eat the fruit of them. They shall not build, and
another inhabit; they shall not plant, and another eat; for the days
of a tree are the days of my people, and mine elect shall long enjoy
the work of their hands. (Isalah.)"

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesotn. I read a statement some two
or three months ago to the effect that if a sedition bill was
passed, using the term generally, portions of the Constitution
could not be mailed under such a law.

Mr. BROWNE. In whose address was that?

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I say that I read it in a New
York paper devoted to the cause of the rights of women. The
paper went on to state that some New York judge had put a
man in prison because he had quoted and circulated in a pam-
phlet an extract from the Constitution, I wrote to the paper
and asked the editors for the proof, and when they were asked
for a showdown they could not give anything.

Mr. BROWNE. What paper was that?

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I do not remember the name of
the paper, but I think it was the Woman Citizen or something
of that kind. ;

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BROWNE. Yes.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Was it not a part of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence that was quoted?

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. No; the Bill of Rights.

HAEMFUL EFFECTS OF DRASTIC LAWS,

Mr. BROWNE. People have sometimes felt justified in re-
mote, out-of-way places, where robbers were very much more
numerous than officers of the law, to set a gun at nightfall
in the front yard. Of course, this practice was soon discoun-
tenanced. Even conceding that the proposed law would get
some anarchists if it is broad and far-reaching enough to con-
viet people who are honestly advocating changes in our laws
and criticizing the way our Government is being administered,
if it deters the small papers of the country or honest citizens
from absolute freedom in the discussion of public questions or
in eriticizing public officials or the Government, the law would
do manifestly more harm than good. The anarchist, or so-
called “red,” will go down in a cellar and plot against the
Government as much after this bill becomes a law as before.
These enemies of all government have existed since the estab-
lishment of the first government. They exist just the same as
robbers and crooks that prey on society. They are criminals,
and should be dealt with as such. We should not, in dealing
with them, pass laws that will oppress others and maybe drive
many honest radieals into their ranks.

It is a significant fact that the more autocratic your Goy-
ernment, the more you censor your press and gag freedom of
speech and prevent people peaceably to assemble, the more
anarchists you make. The milder class of radicals that are
prohibited by drastic laws from speaking through the press or
in public places, and who is an enemy of the red anarchist
and would not be seen in his company, is driven from his public
meeting place to the cellar., Here he meets the anarchist; and,
with the feeling that the Government has wronged him, he is
a much more easy convert than he would have been if allowed
freedom in discussing his views.

I hold no brief for the socialists. I do not believe in their
theories, but I do believe that their arguments should be met
by arguments and reason and not by police officers and
United States marshals. I am not afraid that the American
people are going to be carried away by Bolshevism when dis-
cussed from the platform. I am not afraid that the American
people are going to adopt the theories of the I. W. W. or any
organization of its kind.

DANGERS IN REACTION.

There is danger in reaction as well as in radicalism. There
can be no more prolific breeder of revolution than the suppres-
sion of the people’s fundamental liberties. .

AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS SECURE.

Our American institutions are secure because the great ma-
jority of the people believe in them, and not because At-
torney General Palmer and the Department of Justice are
attempting to madintain them by force. Free government must
forever be the resultant of all the forces that are brought to
bear upon it—radical and reactionary, liberal and conservative,
revolutionary and bourbon, socialistic and individualistic.
When any of these forces is compelled to resort to secrecy the
equilibrium is destroyed and the way is open to disaster.

Jefferson said:

Error should be free to be heard as long as reason is left free to
combat it.

: INTOLERANT SPIRIT ALL OVER THE WORLD.

Our Government, after entering the war to make the world
safe for democracy, seems to be joining with Europe in an
effort to centralize power and stamp out democracy. Every
country that was engaged in the war seems reluctant to give
up any of the powers that were given it in the war, Drasti
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censorship laws are being enacted, the same as they have been
after all wars and after autocratic war powers have been exer-
cised by those in authority.

England, although she promised after the war to repeal con-
scription and her press censorship, still maintains them. Eng-
land has even suspended the right of trial by jury in Ireland.
She allows the arbitrary search of private premises, the suppres-
sion of newspapers, forbidding even monthly fairs and farm-
ers' meetings in Ireland. Of course, it takes foree to carry
out such autocratic policies, and Epgland has over 100,000
British troops in Ireland in attempting to maintain its gov-
ernment by force. Who would believe that this was the Gov-
ernment of which Pitt said: -

fian all the force o
e o G SR A S e g g T
through it, the storms may enter, the rain may enter, but the King
of England can not enter; all his forces dare not cross the threshold
of the ruined tenement.
* The inherent sovereignty of the citizen over government was
thus pictured by Pitt in words that for over g century and a
half have been part of the political heritage of the English-
speaking peoples.
BOVIET CENSORS THE PRESS. -

In the soviet government Lenin and Trotski, of Russia,
censor the press and prohibit freedom of speech to proteet the
people from what they call revolutionary propaganda.

FREEDOM OF ASSEMBLAGE,

During the steel and coal strikes in Allegheny County, Pa.,
the anthorities forbade two or more men to assemble in the
streets. The authorities in many cities have prohibited social-
ists, nonpartisan league speakers, and others from speaking,
and have even driven them out of their cities,

In keeping with the spirit of intolerance, the five socialists
elected by a majority of the voters from their respective dis-
tricts in the State of New York, with their certificates of elec-
tion signed by the proper authorities, are summarily denied
their seats because they hold different political opinions from
the majority party of that assembly.

These unjustifinble acts of intolerance ecause distrust and
shake the people’s faith in our Government and make more
socialists and radicals than years of propaganda would make,

Demoeratic platform during the Civil War, adopted in Chi-
cago, IlL., August 29, 1864 :

Extracts from the platform adopted by the national Democratic con-
vention in Chicago August 29, 1864.

Resolved, That this convention does explicitly declare, as the sense
of the American people, that after four years of failure to restore the
Union by the experiment of war, during which, under the pretense of
a military necessity or war power higher than the Constitution, the
Constitution has been dl.areguded in every part, and public lﬂ)erty
and private right alike trodden down, and the material prosperity of
the coun essentially impaired—justice, bumanity, ty, and the
public welfare demand that immediate efforts be made for a cessation
of hostilities, with a view to the ultimate convention of the States, or
other ceable means, to the end that, at the earliest practical
T]omgn f peace may be restored on the basis of the Federal union of
the States,

Resolved, That the direct interference of the military authorities
of the United States in the recent elections held in Kentm:k{. Mary-
land, Missouri, and Delaware was a shameful viclation of the Con-
stitution, and a repetition of such aects in the approaching election will
be held as r::ivolutionnry and resisted with all the means and power at
our command,

Rcgolved, That the alm and object of the Demoeratic Party is to
preserve the Federal Unlon and the rights of the Btates unimpaired,
and that they hereby declare that they consider that the administrative
usurpation of extraordinary and dangerous powers not granted by
the Constitotion—the subversion of the civil by mili law in States
not in insurrection; the arbitrary mili arrest and imprisonment,
trial and sentence of American cifizens in States where civil law exists
in full force: the su]apremlcn of freedom of speech and of the press:
the denial of the right of asylum; the open and avowed disregard of
State rights; the emplofvment of unusual test caths; and the interfer-
ence wigh and denial of the right of the people to bear arms in their
defense—is calculated to prevent the restoration of the Union and the
perpetuation oeé a government deriving its just powers from the consent
of the governed.

Resolved, That the shameful disregard of the administration to its
duty and respect to our fellow citizens who are now and long have
been prisoners of war and in a suffering condition deserve the severest
reprobation on the score alike of public policy and common humanity.

Under the proposed law these delegates voting for the Demo-
cratic platform of 1864 and whosoever helped cirenlate it could
be convicted and sentenced to the penitentiary for 20 years.

HISTORY CONDEMNS CENSORSHIP,

At the time of the French Revolution, when agitators and
anarchists were seeking not only to destroy the French Govern-
ment but every other Government in the world, all the nations
of Kurope passed drastic sedition laws. Free speech, free
press, and the right to peaceably assemble were prohibited,
Free speech was prohibited n many legislative bodies by the
most drastic censorship laws.

WHAT SOME GREAT AMERICANS BAY ABOUT DRAETIC CENSORSHIP LAWS.
Thomas Jefferson, in 1804, said:

The firmness with which the people have withstood the late abuse
of the press and the discernment they have manifested between truth
and falsehood shows that they may safely be trusted to hear anything
true and false and form a correct judgment between them. Our first
object should therefore be to leave open to the people all avenues to
truth. The most effectual hitherto found is the freedom of the press,

William E. Channing, of Massachusetts, one of the ablest
pulpit orators of his time, stated :

Freedom of opinion, of speech, and of the
privilege, the very soul of republican institutions, the safeguard of all
other rights. We may learn its value if we reflect that there is noth-
ing which tyrants so much dread. They anxiously fetter the press;
their scatter spies through society, that the murmurs, anguish, an
indignation of thelr oppressed subjects may be smothered in their own
breasts; that no generous sentiment may be nourished by sympathg
and mutual confidence. Nothing awakens and improves man so muc
as free communication of thoughts and feelings. Nothing can give
public sentiment that correctness which is essential to the prosperity
of a Commonwealth but the free circulation of truth from the lips and
pens of the wise and good. If such men abandon the right of free dis-
cussion ; if, awed by threats, they suppress their convictions: if rules
succeed in silencing every voice but that which approves them; if
nothing reaches the people but what will lend support to men in power,
farewell to liberty. The form of a free government may remsin, but
the life, the soul, the substance is fled, * * =

John Quincy Adams, a champion of freedom of speech, in a
speech in 1837 said:

Freedom of speech is the onl
sure, can preserve your politic
sion. -

Joseph Story said:

Here shall the press and the people's right maintain,
Unawed by influence and unbribed by gain ;

Here patriot truths her glorious precepts draw,
Pledged to religion, liberty, and l?;w.

[Applause.]

The CHATIRMAN, The time of the
sin has expired.

By unanimous consent, Mr. Brow~E was granted leave to ex-
tend his remarks in the Recorp.

Mr. FLOOD. I yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. HuDDLESTON].

By unanimous consent, Mr. HUDDLESTON was granted leave
to revise and extend his remarks in the Recorp.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fate of my
friend the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRowNE], with re-
spect to interruptions during his remarks, I beg that I may not
be interrupted. I want to speak upon the same subject to
which he addressed himself, the sedition bill,

This is the second time within a few days that I have risen
to this subject, and I trust the House will forgive me. I do
not want to weary the House, but I am deeply concerned about
the matter. I fear that something wrong is about to be done.
I love my country too much to be willing to see that any of the
things that we regard as fundamental Americanism shall be
tampered with. :

I try not to be an extremist, but I can not forget why our
ancestors fought at Lexington and at Cowpens and at York-
town. I can not forget the early history of my country: I can
not forget the Declaration of Independence and the American
BIll of Rights. There seems to be so little attention being paid
to this bill by Members of the House, and it has such momentous
possibilities and is of such tremendous importance that I am
distressed at its imminence,

Speaking upon the passport-control bill in the House on May
4, 1918, at page 6063 of the REcorp, I said:

Democracies find it hard to wage efficient war., When war comes
we find that the principles that democracies have long cherished and
have bled for are given up one by one, little by little, plece by piece,
until at last, if those who concern themselves merely with carrying on
the war have their complete will, there will be leff no democracy, no
gl;%ity‘;alz_ut only autocracy, because autocracy can wage the most effi-

I realize that we who love liberty must glve up many thin that
we have cherished, and I am willing to give up mine. I give them up
gladly, but I give them up with an awful and sickening fear in mny
;gg:)l\:.zhat perhaps some of them may never come back to me and to my

We gave up many American privileges to win the war. We
passed the passport-control bill which forbade an American
citizen either to leave his own country, or once away from it to
come back, without the permission of the President, under power
which might be delegated to some subordinate. We gave up
the right to speak our minds freely and say what we thought
about the war and matters connected with it. We gave up the
right to say whether we would go to war as volunteers or
stay at home. There are other rights which we gave up.

While I did not agree to giving up some of these things even
temporarily, my judgment was that of the minority, and I cheer-
fully acquiesced in what was regarded us the emergency of the

18 our most valuable

safety valve which, under high pres-
boiler from a fearful and fatal explo-

gentleman from Wiscon-
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Lhour. One reason why I did not agree was because I knew
what I said on that day was frue—that once youn give up a
lberty there is danger that you will never get it back again.
That has been verified and is being constantly verified.

That same passpori-control bill came before my committee
azain after the war had closed, and a strong effort was made to
get it reenancted for peace times without any limit upon the
period dnring which it should be in force. I honor the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs that it stood against that effort and
insisted that a limit should be put upon it, but we were able
only after a hard fight to compronyise with the other body to
put a limit at the time fixed, six months as I recall it, after
peace had been finally declared. That law is still In force,
though we have had no war for over a year.

The explosives act, which we passed, as anyone who really
understands the subject will admit, invaded the police powers of
the States, yet a determined and persistent effort was made—
and I feel I am not exaggerating when I say-that that effort
was to a large extent surreptitious—to reenact that law and
make it of permanent application. Only the courage of the
House defeated that purpose.

Ve are now having, as is known to every Member of the House,
a most determined and powerful effort made to make as a perma-
nent American institution the odious system of conscription of
soldiers—conseription for peace, not for war. There is an influ-
entinl element in this country that wants to carry on in time of
peace and as a permanent thing a system of dragging boys by
force away from their firesides and putting them in the ranks
in time of peace.

In this sedition bill we have an effort to perpetuate in still
more distasteful terms, with still more drastic provisions, the
harsh terms of the esplonage act.

I hope the House will not surrender to these proposals. I
hope the House will not allow its sense of true Americanism to
be overcome by the temporary hysteria of reaction which is an
aftermath of the war. I hope we will stand firm,

XOT A LABOR ISSUE,

There is a disposition upon the part of ‘some to look upon this
measure as having peculiar labor aspects, as being a labor issue.
That is a very grave mistake. Labor has no particular concern
in this bill. Do not be misled, gentlemen, by the coincidence
that it happens that the big employers are all for this sedition
bill and that labor is all against it. - Mr. Gompers has no more
concern about this legislation than should be held by any patri-
otie citizen.

There is nothing about a man being a workingman, or a union-
ist, for that matter, that has any particular relation to this bill.

1t just so happens that one of the planks of the American
Federation of Labor is in behalf of free speech. It has had
that prineiple in its platform during its entire existence; it is in
there nlong with some other splendid democratic and humanita-
rian planks; and I recommend that some Members of the House,
who do not seem to understand what the American Federation of
Labor stands for, read them some time, There js reason why
the American Federation of Labor should stand for democratic
principles. Somebody bas got to speak for the common man
anid defend his interest, else he is lost. The common man is
the one who is really concerned in democracy; he Is the one
that needs his liberty defended. The great and powerful always
have all the liberty they want. They can take care of them-
gelves, It is the poor and ignortant and obscure who need
freedom of speech and the right to think their thoughts and
try to make gomething of themselves. They are the people who
glhionld be encouraged. They are the ones who should lhave the
greatest liberty, to strive and to look onward and upward into
g higher and better life. The rich and powerful ean work out
their own destinies, Governments courtesy to them, even as
“ pustoms courtesy to kings,” This is so because they dominate
government by reason of their wealth, intelligence, and eduea-
tion and soclal and political prestige. Governmental activity is
but the manifestation of their will. This is inevitable, whether
in oligarchy or democracy.

But this is not a labor question, gentlemen, It is an Ameri-
can question. It has nothing to do with unionism. It has to
do with what our ancestors fought for upon the battle fields of
the Revolution. Free speech is an essential part of the spirit
of Americanism which broods over our country and guides its
destiny. Let us not forget it in a moment of hysteria.

WHAT IS THE WORST TREASON?

Too many gentlemen of the House, and this is true also of the
publie, are inclined to take a mere legalistic view of this and
of other similar measures. Many Members are in the same sgitu-
atlon as the gentleman who a few moments ago expressed him-

self with considerable assurance upon the proposition, saying’

at the same time he had never read the bill. So it was that a
gentleman who made a speech the other day saying that he was
against sedition; he was against treason. Well, are we not all
against sedition? Are we not all agninst treason? Common-
places, oratory, protestations, and swelling the bosom over how
patriotic we are are of small worth., Let us read the bill and
understand it.

What is treason? Ah, the worst treason I know of, my
friends, is treason to the principles of Americanism [applause],
treason which would betray what our ancestors accomplished by
the shedding of their blood. If there be worse treason, I do
not know what it is. Of course, we are against sedition and
we are against treason. Gentlemen who talk such common-
places, in their innocence—I will not say ignerance—ido not seem
to know that we already have laws fto punish treason; that we
already have laws to punish sedition. We need nothing new
for those purposes, and this bill does not give anything new.

Nobody who knows this subject or has studied it will for o
moment insist that we have not laws which make it a crime
elther to actively resist the Government of the United States,
its authority, or its laws, or to conspire with anybody eclse
toward that end. If a man undertake to use force against the
Government of the United States or its laws or its authority—
and that is very broad, gentlemen—there is a law that fits his
case exactly, If any two men agree between themselves to do
any act of that kind, although that act be not accomplished,
we have laws that fit their case exactly. 'We need nothing more
for such cases. And I refer gentlemen who want to look into
the subjeet to sections 5334 and 5336 of the Revised Statutes.

The only thing that this proposed measure acomplishes or is
intended to accomplish is to keep a man from saying what he
may want to say. It is to prevent speech, either printed or
oral. That is the only field for the operation of this statute
whatsoever, to keep men from advising others to oppose by force
either the Government, the authority of the Government, or any
law of the United States.

HOW LAW WOULD OPERATE,

For illustration, if a man should get up on the street corner
and say to the bystanders, “An unjust law has been passed by
Congress. I advise you to resist it by force, if need be,” this
statute operates on him and him alpone. It is applicable only to
cases of that kind, and its sole purpose is to prevent such
speeches and other similar acts,

Mr. BLACE. Will the gentleman yield? ;

Mr. HUDDLESTON, The gentleman will excuse me, please.
I asked at the beginning not to be interrupted, because I really
did not have time to say what I want to say. :

It operates on him and him alone. Then comes back at me
a legalistic gentleman and says, “Are you not opposed to a man
saying that?” Now, there are several propositions involved in
that question, Of eourse, I am opposed to him saying that, but
it does not follow by any means that I want to put him in the
penitentiary for it, or that I would favor passing a law that
would do so. I want to be perfectly frank with this House.
would not suppress that man. I would let him say what he
wants to say. Nobody need misunderstand me on that point.
But that is not the question.

The propriety of passing a law to suppress free speech is not
to be decided solely upon the issue of whether a law is needed
to forbid some man from doing a thing which he ought not to
do. That is not the sole consideration at all. There are other
aspects of the matter much more important. One is the ex-
pediency of such a law., Should we start out on a program aimed
at the freedom of gpeech? That is the first problem you have
got to settle for yourselves. Should we imprison men for saying
what they please when and although no consequences whatever
result therefrom? Then, if you answer in the affirmative, ask
yourself this question, “Is this an opportune time to embark
upon that kind of legislation?” The country is at peace, yet
we have grave unrest in the country. The unrest at present is
almost wholly industrial. There is not one man in 10,000 in the
Uuited States who wants to overthrow the Government or has
any thought of such, or who wants to change the things that
constitute Americanism. And yet, as I said in a speech which I
made in the House on December 9 last, Industrial unrest may be
converted into political unrest by political measures. And
when I gaid that I had in mind just such measures as this,
efforts by Government to deal with industrial unrest, not by
answering it, not by explaining it away, not by remedying the
evils that have caused the unrest, not by doctoring the disease,
but by throttling the patient's cries.

WILL AGGRAYVATE DISCONTENT.

If there be anybody so simple as to believe that to forbid the
expression of discontent is a cure for discontent, then to him I
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can offer no argument. There is industrial unrest. I deplore it.
But it exists and it has its causes. It will in due course pass
away, just as such things have in the past. We will forget it.
However, if we pass such a law as this, I hope we will not be
allowed to forget our action.

Existing popular unrest will pass in due course unless we deal
with it in a stupid, blundering way; unless we undertake to
suppress it by the iron hand of the Government; unless we
change and divert the dissatisfaction which the man feels with
his wage, or with his employer, or with the conditions under
which he works, or with the profiteer, or with one thing and
another that has excited unrest; unless we divert that dissatis-
faction from its legitimate object, the employer or the profiteer,
and so on, who may be abusing the privileges and opportunities
of this country—divert it from him to the Government. By sup-
pressing an expression of that discontent we will take upon the
shoulders of our Government the burden of this discontent that
is caused in chief by industrial and economic conditions. [Ap-

lause.]
. Now, if we are going to pass this kind of law, if somebody is
so legalistic and abstract that because his attention is called to
a field for the operation of an antiforce law, to a gap in the
law that ought to be stopped some time, he feels compelled to
fill it, I hope he may have balance of judgment enough to wait
until a time when it is more opportune, until the industrial gnd
economic pain from which the people dre suffering has either
run its course or has been remedied in some way. I do not want
our Government to take upon its shoulders the burden of the
hatred and distrust of everybody who has got a just ground of
complaint and dissatisfaction now. Is there anyone who does?
I would ask him to consider it most carefully.
ABUSES 1IN ENFORCING LAW INEVITABLE.

But another thing, gentlemen, that we have got to consider,
having passed upon the two preceding points, is, What is going
to be the result of this law? How is it going to be enforced?
‘Well, we have had some experience with the enforcement of the
espionage act. We have had many convictions under that law.
We have had a great many more arrests. The Attorney Gen-
eral’s report shows that more than two people were unjustly and
wrongfully charged with violating that act to every one who
was found guilty under if. For every man who was found
guilty more than two were haled into court, put to the expense
of trial, and humiliated and made ashamed,

But what about the thousands who did not get into court?
What about the terror that was spread over the country?
What about the spies? What about honest men and patriotic
citizens being made afraid? They did not know their rights;
they are not lawyers—they did not know what they could say
nor what they could not say. Members of Congress even could
not say that. There were in this country thousands and hundreds
of thousands of good Americans who suppressed their thoughts,
and who were made afraid, and who were spied upon and humili-
ated and embarrassed because we had this law. The country
was filled with busybodies and volunteer spies, who considered
themselves patriotic in evesdropping their neighbors and in-
forming upon any who spoke indiscreetly.

What occurred then will occur again. These men who were
convicted—who were they? Were they German spies? My
information, gentlemen, is that under that espionage act there
has not been a single conviction of an enemy agent or a spy or
of anybody who ftried, either at the instigation of an enemy
government or otherwise, to get information for enemy uses.
No; it was Americans who were punished. There were only a
few people who undertook to do disloyal acts, a very few who
undertook such things, scarcely one out of a hundred of those
convicted. Nearly all of those convicted were Americans,
Americans in spirit and Americans in interest. They were un-
wise ; they had bad taste; they were wrong; they were impolitic,
They said things against the Government or against the adminis-
tration. What they did was wrong. It was also unlawful—
and they were put in jail. The sad thing to tell is that many of
them are still there, languishing in prison, with the war over
and the troops gone home—Americans born and bred, loving
our country and its instifutions, perhaps willing to die for it—
fanatic and misguided—they languish yet in jail,

CASE OF ROSE PASTOR STOKES.

Rose Pastor Stokes about two years ago wrote a letter to a
newspaper in which she said, “ I am for the people: the Govern-
ment is for the profiteers.” For the use of those words she
was indicted under the espionage act for obstructing recruit-
ing for the Army, and so forth, haled before the court, and
tried. Her past utterances were investigated. Everything
that she had ever said or done which indicated opposition to
the war or dissatisfaction or disagreement with governmental

action was placed before the jury in its most prejudietai light,
She was not permitted to prove that she had done this or said
that or the other thing tending to sustain Ameriean institu-
tions and showing her love of country, but everything she had
ever said or dome that could be twisted or distorted into an
unfavorable aspect was quoted against her. The ilury was
human and naturally the woman was convicted, She was given
a 10 years' sentence in the penitentiary. Public sentiment was
inflamed and most intolerant; she was wrong: she spoke ill of
our Government; the jury thought her words might have had
some harmful effect; of course, she was convicted.

That, gentlemen, is a typical case. Are you going to leave
the door open to prosecutions under another act, and this in
time of peace, that will leave it open to juries to say, “Your
intent was bad, and therefore we convict you and send you to
the penitentiary * 7

Read this bill, gentlemen; read it cavefully. If it merely
provided that a man who advised in explicit, terms the use of
force against the Government, if that were all, it would not
be so bad. But that is not all. In it are used many equivoeal
expressions, such as * advises,” “teaches,” “suggests,” “ tends
to,” “Incites,” and “ caleulated to,” and so on down the gamut
of words expressing the means by which one man may affect
the conduct of another, words of loose and uncertain meaning.

Every jury that is called upon to try a man under such a
statute will be required to pass upon his intentions., It is in-

evitable that the accused will be found guilty or innocent as

the jury may approve or disapprove his motives. And how are
they going to find his intent? Just as they did under the
espionage act. [Applause.] The result of sueh a trial is bound
to be determined by existing public opinion and the standing
and influence of the accused. This bill, if it passes, will put it
in the power of any jury, if they should be so stupid, preju-
diced, or uninformed, to convict an accused, no matter how high
his loyalty or unselfish his patriotism,
NO GENERAL DEMAND FOR SEDITION LAW.

There is no general demand for legislation aimed at sedition.
Such demand as there is is merely a class demand. It comes
merely from the big business and propertied interests and those
who, having little sympathy with democracy, conceive the need
that the plain citizen should have his thinking and his talking
done for him. Big finance and big business and their organs
and parasites demand the legislation. By them it is intended
to suppress agitation for the economiec and industrial changes
which they oppose. They fear that their control over our re-
sources and their opportunity for exploiting labor and the
masses in various ways are threatened. Certain newspapers
which speak for the big interests are advocating repressive
measures, but there is no demand for such measures from our
farming population or from labor or from the masses generally,

I come from a great industrial district. The three dailies
published in my home city each advocated antisedition legisla-
tion editorially and have carried the propaganda in favor of it.
One of these papers, the News, the most influential of the three,
published a copy of the so-called Davey bill, and urged edito-
rially that my constituents should write me advocating the pas-
sage of that measure. In response to this urging and to the
editorials and so forth in the two other dailies I have received
exactly one letter in behalf of the Davey bill. I have received
numerous letters from my constituents against it. No doubt my
district is typical.

Mr. Glass, editor of the Birmingham News, to which I refer, is
also president of the American Newspaper Publishers Associa-
tion. He is reported in the press to have called upon the news-
papers, members of his association, to oppose section 6 of the
Graham bill. That is the section which would affect the
freedom of the newspapers to publish what they wish. After
advocating in the News the passage of the Davey bill, Mr. Glass
becomes suddenly aroused when a measure which would affect
the privileges of newspapers is presented. It would seem that
he cares nothing for the right of the people to speak but is
deeply concerned when his own rights and those of his fellow
editors are trenched upon.

THE AGE OF PROPAGANDA,

This is the age of propaganda. The printing press, long a
blessing to mankind, is now, it seems, about to prove a curse. The
press seems almost wholly devoted to teaching class doctrines
and furthering interests of the small upper class. Journalism
is a dying art. Newspapers print little unadulterated news.
Nearly everything is set up in line with the owner’s policy and to
teach the things he would have his readers believe. I do not
make this statement solely upon my own responsibility. We
have the opinion of Frank I. Cobb, the New York editor, upon
the subject. In an address which Mr, Cobb delivered in the city
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of New York on December 11, 1919, he discussed the methods of
propaganda and the necessity for the reestablishing of free
opinion and speech with great force and understanding. I take
lesive to quote a few passages from Mr. Cobb’s speech:

Tor five years there lias been no free play of public opinion in the
world.

oConfmnted by the inexorable necessities of war, Governments con-
seript?dls public opinion as they conscripted men and money and

terinls,
maﬂ?ﬂng conseripted it, they deait with it as they dealt with other
raw reernits. They mobilized it. They put it cha of drill
?;Iergennctis\ ITE:eey goose-stepped it. They taoght it to stand at aiten-

on and salute,

This governmental control over public opinion was exerted through
two different channels—one the censorship and the other propagan
- - * L] = ®

As the war progressed tho censorship became less and less a factor
and propaganda increased in importance. * * * Governments relied
on propaganda to equig and sustain their armies, to raise money, to
fornish food and munitions, and to perform all those sérvices without
which armies would be vain and helpless. The organized manipulation
of public opinion was as inevitable a development of modern warfare

as airplanes, tanks, and barbed-wire entanglements,
There were two kinds of propaganda, ome that represented the
appeal to reason.
- - L - L] -

L
The other kind of propaganda resembled in a general way the activi-
tles of the cheer leaders at a _football cugnme It was nolsy and
demonstrative and emotionnl and spectacular, and ns such it often
gserved a highly useful purpose. Sometimes it was f mendaclons,
for mendacity plays no insignificant réle in the drama of war. When
government Iles, 1t does not lie sneakingly and furtively but proudly

and ostentationsly.
When the armistice was signed and demobilization began, hlic
propagandists are w

opinion was demobilized, too. Bands o or

around terrorizing public opinion aud trying to frighten it into sub-

&aﬁiol}i to theories of government that are strange to Ameriean
utions,

- . .

L - L] L ]

What the United‘Stsm needs more than anything eclse to-day is the
restoration of the free play of pablie opinion. That reqguires, first, the
recstubllishment of the freedom of discussion, for without freedom of
discussion there is no public opinion that deserves the name,

L] L L = L * -

The policy of re(Press!on that has heen generally adopted by V-
ernors, mayors, and police officials—in some cases by Federal author-
ity—to meet this propaganda of radicalism i3 fatal, 1'wo thousand
cars lot history bear witness to its folly. Nobody ever succeeded in
‘i;ener

ng ibe weather by putting the thermometer in jail, and nobody

will ever remove causes of unrest and discontent by trying to sup-
press their manifestations,

BE XOT AFRAID.

The trouble with the advocates of repressive measures of
legislation seems to be a case of fear—I almost said “ shell
shock,” the recoil of war. They do not trust the people. Their
faith in American institutions is shaken. They are perhaps
unconsciously showing themselves willing to abandon the prin-
ciples of Americanism to which we have so long held. I reas-
sure them. The people of the United States are yet capable of
seli-government, notwithstanding the doubts of these gentlemen.
It will take something more than a few “ soap-box spellbinders "
to overthrow the Government of the United States.

1 would bid the fearful ones to trust to the sound sense of the
people and to their ability to winnow ont the chaff of false politi-
cal doctrine. Undoubtedly, after 140 years of development and
experience with free institutions, the American people can be
trusted to adhere to them., They are more competent for seif-
government to-day than ever.

The greatest threat to American self-government is the efforts
of propagandists who poison public opinion with their falsehoods
and erystallize men’s views along warped lines. We have some
rich men in America who don’t know what to do with their
riches. They want to interfere with and control other people's
lives, They want to do other people’s thinking. They conceive,
becnuse they have made millions, that they know all about politi-
cal and social problems. The truth is that the average captain
of industry and financier has less real understanding of such
questions than the average citizen. ILet him get back to his
money box, let him clip hiz coupons, let him go on heaping up his
millions. That he understands and ean do. He can not rule the
people. No man who is burdened with accumulated weaith or
wliose past is tainted by having devoted his heart and soul to
the sceumulation of wealth is fit to lead the people along lines of
high morals or thinking.

(he CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Chhirman, I yleld 10 minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Husten].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York i recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

Mp. HUSTED. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of dis-
cussing the sedition act, which the gentlemmn from Alabsinn
[Mr. Huopreston] has just condemned in such unmeasured
terms. I happened to be the chairman of the subcommittee that
drafted the act. [Applause.]

But I desire to say that I am and have always been absolutely
opposed to sections 1 and 2, the sections which contain the
conspiracy clauses. I do not believe that any man in the United
States should be convicted of a political offense unless he have
a separate trial, and those sections provide for group trinls. I
also am opposed to the death pendlly carried in those sections,
because I believe it is not necessary there. There is ample stata-
tory authority in every State to deal with cases of murder or
cases of violence which cause death.

But with the eliminations of sections 1 and 2 this bill is not at
all what the gentlemran from Alabama [Mr. Hupbrestox] and
other gentlemen, who have apparently esamined it not at ail
closely, have said that it is. It is confined absolutely to the pro-
hibiting and punishment of advocacy of force and violence, in
overthrowing either the Government of the United Stutes, its
laws, or the aunthority of its laws; and I would like to hear some
gentleman rise upeon this floor and say that the Government of
the United States, through its administrative officinls, should
not be possessed of adequate authority to deal with a man wiwo
either on the public platform or in the meeting room advises the
overthrow of this Government by the use of the bomb, the
torch, dynamite, or any other violent means. [Applause.]

This bill does not interfere in the slightest degree with any
man who advocates any change in our Government, however
fundamental that change may be. He can advocate the soviet
form of governinent; he can advocate soeialism; he ean advo-
cate comnrunism, if he wants to, so long as he confines himself
to peaceful means. But when he stands up on the public plat-
form or in the meeting room and advisea the establishment of
soviet government here by force and violence, hy murder, by
burning, and by the destruction of property, then this bill reaches
him, and reaches him most effectively. [Applause.] I believe
that the people of the United States, all patriotic red-blooded
Americans, want the Government of the United States to be in
a position to adequately protect itself against that kind of doc-
trine. Section 3 of the bill provides—

That no person ghall orally or b
sign, s'ymbg!, dpvigg:re, cnricla{ure, ’Sth%er‘?&?.“fnﬁ'fe.a?a%&?é

ropose, or a or aid, abet, or emcourage foreibl sistance
Forclbio destruction of the Government of the Uni a st @

gtitution, laws, and authority, or the governments of the several S
all or any of them, or the e stenee of constituted govmm%r;meﬁltl??

Is there anybody who can cbject to that? Also—

Or orally or by wrl . printing, or t
picture, cu,;icnture;, or u;ltiel?vﬂae rtk.gac%, ﬁ%&?a‘&iﬁ&”&ﬁﬂb‘gf
advise, aid, abet, encoursge or defendl the destruction of human life or
Syl oty s e o s ey S omeen ) ol
fivnvrermmen.zJ ol.P the United States or dereatlﬁg tge mffhoﬂty tl'wlggf i3

Now, it has been said that this bill would interfere with labor
organizations who propose to strike. If you take out sections
1 and 2, it does not do anything of the kind. Tt would not
interfere with any labor organization that wanted to strike for
any purpose so long as that organization did not advocate the
use of force and violence as a means of overthrowing our Gov-
ernment, our Constitution, our laws, or their authority. And I
do not believe that any patriotic labor organization man, what-
ever labor organization he may belong to, would object to any
of the provisions of this bill after sections 1 and 2 are stricken
out, if he understood what they are.

Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. Yes.

Mr., GOODWIN of Arkansas. What effect would sections 1
and 2 have if they should remain in the bill?

Mr. HUSTED. I think they would confer upon the law offi-
cers of our Government the power of efficient threat, if they
saw fit to exercise if. I think they ceuld say to a labor organ-
ization about to start a strike, * We think you are taking the
first, the initial, step in an attempt to overthrow the Govern-
ment, and we want to warn you that if anybody is killed as a
result of this strike, we are going to hold you all for murder,
and we have not got to give you individual trials, We will
give you a group trinl. We have only got to give one man an
individual trial’

Now, I am absolutely opposed to that sort of thing, and I
believe the people of the country are opposed to it; but if you
take sections 1 and 2 out of the bill, then there will be no pro-
visions in if that any patriotic American should have any ob-
Jection to.

Ar, BROWNE, Does the gentleman believe in the section
that gives the Postmaster General the right to censor all hand-
bills, letters, and materials that pass through the mails, with-
out any appeal or any hearing?

Mr. HUSTED. That is not the intentlon of the committee,

Mr. BROWNE. Section ¢ gives that power.

Mr. HUSTED. A committee amendment will be proposed
that will give the right of appeal from the decision of the

or
States, its Con-
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Postmaster General to the district courts, so that that appeal
will be heard immediately and a deecision made de novo.

Mr. BROWNE. The bill does not do that now.

Mt HUSTED. The committee adopted such a provision, and
it should be in the bill. If it has been inadvertently omitted, a
committee amendment to that effect will be offered.

Mt. BURKE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. Yes.

Mr, BURKE. Does the gentleman know that there was a
similar bill presented in Pennsylvania, and all those objection-
able clauses and features were taken out, and it was stripped
down to a simple sedition law, but under that law they denied
the members of organized labor the right to meet in a hall, two
or three of them together, although those men were just as good
American citizens as you or I and made just' as great sacri-
fices as you or I? ;

Mr. HUSTED. I am not familiar with the statute to which
the gentleman refers, but I know that if you take sections 1
and 2 out of this bill, no officer under its authority could inter-
fere with organized labor in any respect' whatsoever.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
7«;‘"’- FLOOD. I yield 25 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
Mr. Box].

{ ] AMERICANISM OR EUROPEANISM—WHICH?

Mr: BOX. Mr; Chairman and gentlemen, for a period of 12
vears, beginning with 1903 and ending with 1914, when the
European war started, the number of aliens admitted into the
United States ranged between 750,000 and 1,300,000 annually,
never falling as low as 750,000 in any one year, six. times rising
above 1,000,000, and twice above 1,200,000.

The number coming during eacli of these years is shown by
the following figures:

1903 T456, 046
1904 812, 870
1905 1, 026, 409
1906, 1, 100,

1907 1, 285, 349
1908 782, 870
1908 751,

1910 1, 041, 570
1011 8,

1912 838, 172
1913 1, 197, 892
1914 1; 218, 480

Enough immigrants came during these years to make two or
three of the smaller States.. During the earlier years of the
Republic New England objected to the creation and admission
of Western States, because she feared that they would turn the
seale of power-to the injiry of interests which she cherished.
Later, all thinking men saw that the character of the new States
would control the Nation and its attitude  toward vital ques-
tions. Therefore there was a hard fight, a series of political
battles, a series of campaigns, a protracted political war over
the Missouri Compromise, the admission of Texas, and the Kan-
sas-Nebraska bill. The question was, Who should be in the
Union and in position to participate in control of the Nation?
The sequel proved that the leaders and the people were not mak-
ing “ much ado about nothing,” but that the: issue on slavery and
a certain construction of’ the Constitution depended on the ad-
mission or exclusion of States whose people would favor certain
policies:

The even greater question now is whether Americanism shall
dominate or be destroyed, whether the people and spirit of this
country shall be Ameriean or European or oriental in character.
The result will certainly and vitally affect the character of the
Nation and the fate of its people.

The continents of Europe, Africa, and Asia have been and .are
the homes of hundreds of milllons of pitiful human creatures
who have labored and had a hard'existence. Famine in China
and Ireland, and bitter poverty everywhere; serfdom in Russia
and kindred curses in all the Old: World; Jewish pogroms, Ar-
menian’ massacres, Spanish inquisitions, French revolutions.
Russian exiles and Russian chaos, wars without number, and
almost without end, all mere waves on the wretched human sea
which has covered the other three continents for ages.

Sometimes suffering has caused frantie uprisings and revo-
lutions, but stillness, silence, and endurance have in the main
pervaded this pitiful human mass. Sometimes their wails have
shrieked in the words of Hebrew poets and prophets. At other
times an Irish bard has told of ‘“ages of bondage.” A Tolstoi
Ias made his life and words an index finger pointing to it. Be-
cause of it o peasant poet has concluded that *“ Man was made to
mourn,”

Europeanism and Orientalism are synonyms of poverty and
slavery, but Americanism has meant other things. I do not
use the word in a political clap-trap sense. YWhen not coming
from the mouths of demagogues Americanism means plenty,

opportunify, and freedom. Here has developed a race whose
attitude toward life is different from that of men in countries
where suchi a mess has been made of human society., This atti-
tude toward life also is Americanism. Europeanism and Ori-
entalism have starved, belittled, and deformed men. Thus we
have in the Old and New Worlds opposites of conditions and
character. Soch opposites create conflicts. Slavery desires to
break into freedom; famine wants to feed on plenty. Thus
America presents what the world wants—a meal to satisfy its
hunger, an antidote for its woes. The question is not whether
we shall help them, but whether Europeanism shall envelop
America to its destruction as the home of Americans.

The contests between races rising out of such conditions con-
stitute one main development of: history. America was Euro-
peanized as against the original American—the Indian. Euro-
Dpeans are rapidly converting Africa into a home for themselves
as against the African. The character and status of India with
its 250,000,000 of people is rapidly being changed. Every country
has been changed by an obtruding, incoming people from without.
China, Korea, and Manchuria are passing through the process
now. Australia, France, ancient Rome, ancient and modern
Egypt, England in its conflicts with the ancient Britons and
later with Normans are examples of such changes. No country
has been permanently exempt: from this peril. Such struggles
are certain; they have waxed and waned eternally. In some
instances the proeess is war; in others it is less noisy and ex-
citing, but no less desiructive of the existing national life.

The destruetion of the spirit, institutions, and government of
a people may be by quick violence like Germany used toward
Belgium and France, by infection like that whieh Germany put
into Russia to destroy it, or by hoth dilution and infection such
as would take place in America should the new and un-American-
ized element become so numerous that their sentiments would
prevail over the views of Americans who understand and cherish

7a5,| the traditions and spirit of their country, or should the poison
of radicalism and disorder from that source imperil our institu-

tions?
The size and character of this throng, measured by tens of

531: millions; make it look ominous to one who wants America to

live forever—not as Europe and Asia have existed, but in the
full possession. of its.own American soul, the spirit and atmes-
phere of a home for Americans, which is a heaven as compared
with Europe and: Asia, Iying forever under the curse of peverty
and oppression.

The number coming during the 12 years mentioned and ending
with the check caused by the war is shown by the figures already
presented, in addition to which I remind you that there are 13
States now having more than one-half’ of their population for-
eign born, and the children—not grandchildren—of foreign-born
father or meother; or both. They are: New York, New Jersey,
Massachusetis, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Illinois, tx,
Wisconsin, Miehigan, North Dakota, South. Dakota, Montana,
and Utah. Many of these are big States, like Illinois, with 25

tives in Congress: and 27 presidential. eleetors, and
New: York, with: 43 Representatives:in; Congress and 45 presi-
dential electors. Some of them have as much -as 70 per cent of
their population:so constitofed; Minnesota, North: Dakota, and
Rhode Island have. Several have more:than 60 per cent of such
population; New York, Connecticut, and Massachmsetts: have.
Then there are 13 other States having more-than 35 per cent
of such population, and many others having a: heavy percentage
of such population. (See pp. 85 to 89, Abstract:18th Census.)

Every student of this question knows that these people are
collecting in dangerous hundreds of thousands in the large cities.

President Roosevelt said in his message to the Fifty-ninth
Congress:

As muelr as Enﬂﬂble should be done to distribute the immigrants upon
the land and keep them away from the con tenement-honse dis-
tricts of the great eities. (P, 101 Recorp, 60th Cong., spec. sess.)

The Immigration Commission’s report, from:which I gquete
freely because of ifs authenticity, says:

In mking-themdﬁu and industrial centers their place of resi-
dence, aliens com! the new tion movement have coutinued
to. follow a tendenecy which originated with the advent of smch immi-
grants in comsidérable numbers. (1 I. C. R., 40.)

And again:

The increase in foreign-born is an inerease in city population entirel
and mostly in large dgn'pupulation. (LT R, f;z.) 3 -

In 1910 Greater New York had a population of 4,766,883, of
wiiom 19.3 per cent were native-born whites of native parentage,
40.4 per cent were foreign-born white; 38.2 per cent: were the
children—not grandchildren—of foreign-born fatliers or moth=
ers, and 1.9 per cent were negroes.

‘Chicago had in 1910 a population of 2185284, of 'whom 20.4 per
cent were native-born whites of native-iorn parents, 35.7 per cent
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were foreign-born whites, 41.8 per cent were the children of for-
eign fathers or mothers, and 2 per cent were negroes.

Pittsburgh in 1910 had a population of 533,805, of whom 33 per
cent were rative-born whites of native-born parentage, 26.3 per
cent were foreign-born whites, 35.9 per cent were children of
foreign-born father or mother, and 4.8 per cent were negroes,

Milwaukee had in 1910 a population of 373,867, of whom 21.1
per cent were native-born whites of native parentage, 29.8 per
cent were foreign-born whites, 48.8 per cent were children of
foreign-born father or mother, and 9.3 per cent were negroes.

Boston in 1910 had a population of 670,585, of whom 23.5 per
cent were native-born whites of native parentage, 35.9 per cent
were foreign-born whites, 38.3 per cent were children of foreign-
born father or mother, and 2 per cent were negroes.

Fall River, Mass., had in 1910 a population of 119,295, of whom
13.3 per cent were native-born whites, 42.6 per cent were foreign-
born whites, 43.7 per cent were children of foreign-born father
or mother, and 3 per cent were negroes.

Worcester, Mass., had in 1910 145986 people, of whom 28.4
per cent were native-born whites, 33.2 per cent were foreign-born
whites, 87.5 per cent were children of foreign-born father or
mother, and 9 per cent were negroes.

On page 95 of the Abstract of the Thirteenth Census will be
found the authority for these fizures. Many more such cases
could be cited, but these are typical, and sufficient to show how
these people are congesting in the cities.

The worst of this element tends to align itself with the enemies
of government. Like children they stand in the midst of good
things provided by others, without any thought of their cost, or
of the necessity of preserving them.

Europe and the Old World have made their soclety and gov-
ernment so often and so long the instruments of oppression that
men have come to look upon government as an evil and the
enemy of man—especially of lowly man.

These millions of recent arrivals consisting of Slovanians,
Turks, Bulgarians, Russians, and other long oppressed, and
largely lawless, men, bring infection with them and provide
dangerous breeding ground for infection from their own poison
and from poison already here. They furnish a very dangerous
kind and quantity of material on which the vicious madness of
communism, anarchy, and chaos may and does feed. The fact
that we have a big, bad element of our own, instead of reducing
the danger, increases it. If all Americans were good ones, the
danger would be much less, but our bad class is large enough to
be dangerous within itself, and is much more to be dreaded
when it has millions of un-Americanized men of a class specially
subject to its influences and suitable as its instruments.

Mr. James Bryce, in his “American Commonwealth,” a
friendly, learned, and impartial work on America, says over
and over again that the vast immigrant population of the cities
is ignorant and unpatriotie, and that it is a pity that they have
been given civil power. (VolL. —, p. 209; vol. 2, pp. 97-98.)

1 recently collected figures showing 2,428 red conspirators
against the Government, whose arrests were reported in one
recent issue of a daily paper. Of this 2,428, 2,088 were arrested
in lg States having more than one-half of their population for-
eign born or their first-generation children ; 235 came from States
having 15 to 50 per cent of their population foreign born and
their first-generation children; and 5 came from States having
5 to 10 per cent of their population foreign born or their imme-
diate children. None came from States having less than 5 per
cent of their population so constituted.

Who shot President Roosevelt? John Shrank, born in Ger-
many.

W'Ti;o killed the loved and lamented McKinley? Try to pro-
nounce his name, and you will know the rest.

As indieating the source from which the thousands of anarchists
now in this country came, I give you below the names of the
defendants recited in one brief by their attorney in a legal pro-
ceeding against them as alien anarchists:

Mike Bratko, Thomas P. Buhkanow, Nikolal Besarow, Ignatz Bog-
donoff, John Banuff, Abe Brook, Michael Abrossimoff, Misha Antonof,
Roman Andrienk, Banjamin Apanasech, Fred Antonchuk, Aaron Shalow,
Maxim Schinejko, George Cyz{}: (allas Paul Gigalko), John Coslick,
John Duboff, Tony Federaco, Thomas Furs, Andrew ﬁoannn. Alfons
Hajduk, Borls Keretchuk, Kravchuk, Tony Korscheikoff, Joe
Koza, Teodosl Kotovich, Steve Kam.lnskﬁl-‘jotr Kozloff, Samuel Kanono-
wich, Alex Kornen, Michael Koropotko, Michael Kravehuk, Dora Lipkin,
Arthur Lesiga, Andrew Lazarewitz, Anton Lipsky, Mike Lavrenuk,
thiror Melnikoff, John Newar, Andrew Nazaruk, {’eter Novick, Ivan
Novikoff, Nikolal Oehrimuk, Dimitrie Panko, Joseph Poludeck (allas
Balluck%{. Mathew Podli sk{. Theodore Proshkovich, Human Perkus,
Daniel Rice (alias Daniel Risch), Louis Ristick, Ilia {Eli‘! Shinkewich,
Alexandar Schatz, Borig Shatz, Maximilian Stocky, Tony ¢
Smoliakow), Mike Seegan (alias Michael gunoff), Michael Sawlcki,

st Schmidt (allas William Lauwa), Ilarry Skochuk, Tom c(nl?'mna)
or To e Turka, Peter Urgel, Stephen Uschenna (Stephen Uschenia),
John Veremenuk, Demiun Vlasoff or John Viasioff, Nikolai Vizeroff,
Nicholas Waallieﬂ. Harry Wardner, Peter Voronenko (J. Waschenkd),

John Yarmola, Niklta Safronieff (Neclita Zafronia), Peter Zorin, Vincent
Martzin, Alexander Derkacl.

mollok (allas

My information is that most of the citizens of the United
States charged with plotting the overthrow of the Government
are of this class.

Here let me make it plain that my remarks do not apply to the
worthy people of nearly all European races who came among us
and became Americans and have contributed much to American
life. Tam not talking about such men any more than about other
good Americans. -

America could do no wiser thing than to stop immigration, for
the present at least ; but it will not be easily stopped. The talk
of stopping all immigration has been heard for a hundred years,
but the number increases at a quickening rate.

In the 10-year period from 1820 to 1830 foreign immigrants
numbered 151,824, which was 1 immigrant during that 10-year
period for every 84 persons within the United States at the end
of that period.

The next 10 years brought 599,125, 1 immigrant to every 23
people In the country at the end of that 10-year period.

Jumping 30 years to the period extending from 1870 to 1880, we
find 2,812,191 immigrants, which was 1 immigrant to every 17
persons in the Nation at the end of that period.

Jumping again to the 10 years between 1900 and 1910, we see
8,705,386 aliens coming, which was 1 to every 11 persons in the
country at the end of that period.

These figures do not mean that there was only 1 immigrant to
11 persons in the country in 1910, but 1 in every 11 Rad come
during the preceding 10 years—many new millions added to many
millions already here. There were fluctuations in the tide, but
the rate of their coming increased by leaps, absolutely, and in
proportion to the population.

Enough people want to come to America now to overwhelm us.
Europe could easily double our population in a decade, making it
much less than one-half American. The Old World Continents
could easily empty on us a flood which would drown the life of
Ameriea in a generation. They threaten to do it, and conditions
favor it. It is stated that we are much closer to the Old World
than we were a few years ago, which is true for purposes of
knowledge, communiecation, travel, and immigration. The nar-
rowing of the Atlantic for acquaintance and travel and business
also makes these atfractive shores better known and nearer to
the millions who are trying to escape the wretchedness on the
other side. Where thousands crossed in one year 90 years ago
millions crossed annually 10 years ago, and the rate threatens
to quicken still more.

The sense of self-preservation, the intuition of the American
people has prompted them with more or less urgency for many
years to protect themselves from this danger. During the past
25 years this alarm has quickened, and if America had had its
will it would have protected itself. .

Our Presidents have not usually been in sympathy with the
views of the people on this subject, and have repeatedly used
the veto power to prevent them from giving expression to what
they have repeatedly tried to say for themselves and their
posterity. In 1879 President Hays vetoed the first Chinese ex-
clusion act. (2 I C. R., 580.) In 1882 President Arthur vetoed
an act suspending Chinese immigration for a period of 20 years.
(2 I. C. R, 581L) On March 3, 1897, President Cleveland
vetoed an immigration act excluding illiterates. (2 I. C. R.,
§73.) President Taft vetoed an immigration bill in 1913 con-
taining a restriction against the admission of illiterates. (P.
101, Recorp, special session, 59th Cong.) In 1917 President
Wilson vetoed an act excluding illiterates, but Congress passed
it over his veto.

The difficulty of getting restrictive measures enacted is only
a part of the trouble. It has been hard to get our immigration
and naturalization laws enforced. Separate States first en-
countered the opposition in their efforts to protect themselves.
After many years of struggle with European-owned shipping
interests the States were defeated in the courts and gave up
the struggle. In 1824 New York enacted a self-protective, re-
strictive measure, which alien shipowners disregarded and
resisted in the courts. A divided court, for the time being, up-
held the law. (50 Pet., 102.) In 1837 Massachusetts enacted
two kindred measures, which were bitterly contested by foreign
shipping interests and the laws nullified. (7 How., 283; U. 8.
Sup.) California, I.ouisiana, and several other States enacted
similar iaws, but European shipping interests disregarded them
and fought them in the courts until the United States Supreme
Court, in Ninety-second United States, page 259, held them un-
constitutional and left Congress as the only power to deal with
this all-important subject.

The history of the dealings of Congress with immigration is
the record of difficulties caused by shipowners, contract-labor
importers, and other obstructions embarrassing all efforts to
protect the country against incoming ecriminals, prostitutes,
paupers, and anarchists.
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Before 1820 no record was kept of immigration and no regula-
tion of .any kind was attempted. During the first B0 years
after 1819 the Nation did mothing toward restriction, but did
attempt to prohiblt shipowners from crowding poor wretches
together like hogs or catfile 'in the insanitary, inhuman manner
practiced by them, which caused degradation, disease, and thou-
sands of deaths among them,

I read from volume 2 of the report of the United States Immi-
gration' Commission, page 580, which T cite as “ 1. C. R.":

Prior to the year 1819 there were no United States laws governing or
reguhtggf _:ncaan mmn‘t:amc. e S T rmc;:.‘%ma were
?éaefs{e:. indﬁ-gsu?%. espeeially among immigrants bound for America.

Further, the fact that the protection given by the law—

* * ® ywag inadequate, is shown biv the groesome reeords ‘of the
eteerage experiences in'those days. (2 1. C,.R., 68 Ifn

JFrom the beginn of ‘the movement of population from Europe to
the New World suffering and death 'were .common on t .shl fm
Among the earller instances recorded was that of 3,000 Palatines for-
wurde!é i s England to New York, 470 of whom died on
the ‘voyage .and 250 soon after their arrival of ship f
.also a gruesome account * ‘* * .of -experiences -on a
gailed in 1731 for America from Rotterdam with 1566 im Bhe
was bound totrh Philadelphin via I:‘almtouth. hwge:}l she h:ﬂd ht:éz 3&. ng

ht weeks ‘the passengers -were put on ‘shor owanee, and
the last five weeks of their journey were unable to obtain bread. Finall
they*g;'}m'puyrng 18 pence for a rat and 6 pence for a'mouse. (2 1..C.
R., 589,

tipon “the incremsed demand for ‘transportation to the United States
O B e et et ot SalShs Tor e, parposs of trans
which o ¥ €ons y for € -
porting freight were hurriedly 'transposed 'into ‘emigrant ships, that

h ight some of the profits ‘of a business that had beeamo
_}uw n:‘nigh with the tn.ctptia,t cxcessive overcrowding had been
‘practiced on vessels, rendered the condition of emigrants ‘at sea
almost unbearable, (2 I. C. R., 590

¥ L)
The potato famine in JIreland ;occurred in 1847, and in censequence
there was .a -gredt increase in emigration

from that country. (2
1. €, R., 501
Famin

e—stl:l)eken Treland was alse fever-ridden ; the dis-
ease was carried aboard ship, where in ove and poorky

; the rerowded
ventilated steerage quarters thousands died of ship fever and -thou-

3 Vi , ‘only to dle after'landing.
““ﬁ&'&‘é:"é?ﬁ.ﬁ’” m{é’”oi"':‘ier B{im rants .dla% dm%e
‘voyange to'Canada, and at Grasse Island, near Quebec, where the. -
dian antine station was located, as many as 7,000 emigrants per-
ished from ship fever and cholera in 1847 alome. (2 1.-C. R., 592))

Jn 1819, 1847, and 1855 laws were passed by Congress to limit
crowding and prevent the starving of immigrants, but these
'were -opposed, avoided, and disregarded by the shipping eon-
cerns. The Immigration Commission says:

It m% well be guestioned whether the eondition surrounding the
transportation of t ers had been fmproved by any of
these laws. (2 1. €. R, §593.)

Slave ships, moved by human greed, brought wretched
Thumans from Africa to sell into slavery in America, where they
embroiled the country in years of strife, caused an awful war,
and yet present a dangerous race problem. Jmmigrant ships,
for gain, have all dlong been ‘the chief offenders against Amer-
icn and against humanity. Many of them have been German,
many have been British, and some have been American. Their
-desire for profits is now an embarrassment to the enactment of
praoper legislation and the enforcement of such as we have.

The greed of steamship companies, the greed of cities, ‘the
greed of men in America who want to make money off of ipmi-
grants, and the greed of those who want cheap labor is at the
‘root of most of the diffieulty .in enacting and properly enfore-
ing immigration laws. Each class of employers wants cheap
labor.
want factory hands; others, though comparatively few, ‘want
them for farm help. Some want Tialians; some want Rus-
sians for mine work; some want Mexiecans, mainly for railroad
work. All these say, *“ Keep out undesirables,” by which most
of them mean the kind the other people want to work—mnot the
kind they want to work.

The acts of 1882 and 1885 excluded eriminals, idiots, lunatics,
persons liable to become a public charge, and contract laborers.
In 1888 this House passed a resolution reciting that the law
prohibifing the admission of contract laborers, paupers, and
eonvicts was being extensively evaded, and authorized the ap-
Jpointment of a committee fo investigate the subject. (21.C. R.,
589.) The committee found that thousands were unlawfully
admitted every year, and that serious .danger resulted. (2
I C R, 570.) In 1890 a joint committee of the House and
Senate found that ‘the contract-labor law was *generally
evaded.” (2 I. O. I, 571.) Tn 1898 another joint committee
of the House and Senate found that undesirdble aliens not
entifled to admission were being admitted, gnd that the so-
cdlled examination of Immigrants at ports of entry “appeared
to be more of a farce than a reality.” (2L C. R, 572.) In
1907 the National Immigration Commission was created, which
consisted of nine members, three appointed by the Repub-

* = s

Some want tailors; others want railroad hands; many"

lican President, three by the Republican President of the Sen-
ate, and three by the Republican Speaker of this House.
Among its members ‘were Senators Lopge and DICLINGIiaar,
‘Hon. John Burnett, long an honored Member of this House,
and men of like character. 1t was overwhelmingly Republican,
and is subject to'no charge of unfalrness against the Republican
Parfy. The commission made the most-exhaustive study of the
industrial featnres of .immigration in America, eonditions in
Europe causing immigration, and the enforcement of our imnii-
gration laws. Tts work covered a period of more than three
‘years, and is reported in some 40 volumes, its eonclusion being
largely covered in volumes 1 and 2 and its hearings in the
remainder. T am rciting these reports as Immigration Com-
mnission Reports, preceded by the mumber of the volume and
Tollowed by ‘the page. 'This commiission found ‘that at ‘that
time feeble-minded, insane, anil diseased persons were being
fairly well ‘exélnded, but says:

No adequate means have been adopted .for (preventin -
flon of er ‘prostitutes, and other m all -undgur%la aliens.
®* * * In spite of the stringent law, criminals or moral defectives
of any class, provi:}'ed theya;ﬁiss m:z;' r:hedicﬁi {?Ems‘;“im:h gn usually
danger-of detection, '(1 LC. R, 27.) % e Pt mech

The report further says that, because of the rigidity of the
low, few actudl eontract laborers are admitted, but—
annually admitted a very large number who come in re-
miirect assuranes that

There are
sponse to i | employment awaits them,
?ﬁniin&%eg? assgr.an arf h&ontnin%d in letters ﬁrsom\persongnmé%yuf:
, Who advise r rélatives or ‘frien t hom 3
will come to the United States they will find mm:aa 0 wt’.‘l‘ltul: thég
on, dug

‘the other hand, it.is elear that there is a large induced i

to labor agents In this country, who, independently er in.coopera
E’!tR n)ts in Europe, operate practically wlthouty r‘t’:atr{lctiogg. (%loﬁ

In the same report, ‘volume 1, page 25, it is said:

Com tively few immigran thout Some Treasona o
nite mpﬁ:nae'itmt mlommt:wcﬁ!ﬂ:im, and it is probableln’ gm‘:ega
a rule they know the nature of that employment and the rate of wazes,
A large number of immigrants are induced to come by quasi labor
o oo st sl of Syl e
ing buslness and the selling. of steamship tiekets, (1 I.'C.. L ﬁi?mk
_ In the'reeords of this House :and reports-of committees and
joint committees and eommissions created by both Houses I
have not found one statement that these laws were generally
and effectually enforced. Again and again in the record of a
period of more than 40 years ‘is found eomplaint of the vicla-
tions or evasions of contract-labor laws.

Geritlemen, the evidence taken upon hearings of the Commiit-
tee on Immigration and Naturalization, and an actual inspection
of the work of admitting immigrants at Ellis Tsland in New
York Harbor, have fully convinced me that your restrictions
against the admission of undesirable immigrafion are not now
being properly enforced.

The Burean of Immigration is net,.in my judgment, charge-
able with the failure. The whole ‘system iis inadequate to a
proper -enforcement of ‘the law. The foree, arrangement, and
system do not evidenee an understanding of the problem or a
purpose on the part of Congress and ‘the United States Govern-
‘ment to ‘deal effectively with it. The land boundaries are not
properly guarded.

As a member of & subcommittee, I saw thousands of aliens
marching padt a few Inspectors while the ship moved 'toward the
pier in New York port, through which three-fourths of our im-
migrants eome. ‘Any observer who will visit Bllis Tstand and
one or two immigrant ships will see that a redl and effective
enforcement of the regulations provided by law is mot being
gecomplished. The acting superintendent at Wew York  ad-
‘mitted to the committee, in answer to questions propounded by
me, that the-so-called inspeectlion is a farce. At a future time I
?:ge'to present this phase of the guestion ‘more explicitly and

.
~ The mumber coming 'is, during -these days, increasing. Con-
ditions in ‘Europe favor it. I moticed reeently that 8,000 were
admitied in one day in New York, and the shiploads: come daily.

It is very fitting that the big employers who want immigrants
for their cheap labor, and steamship companies who want' their
passage money, should be represented by consmen agents in in-
ducing immigration,

But who are the “large employers " whose demand for cheap
labor is supplied by the “labor agents” mentioned? You can
not tell so well by looking at the imniigrants when they are
starting or when they arrive at New York or Boston. But
keep your eye on the immigrant until he goes to work, bearing
in'mind that he uspally knew' the nature of his employment and
the prospective wages before he left Europe. "You can tell then
who is the **large employer” whose demand is being supplied
by the men who are joint labor and steamship-ticket agents.




1974

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 23,

On page 38 of volume 1 of its report this Republican immi-
gration commission says:

The aliens come from countrjes where low economic conditions pre-
vail and where conditions of labor are very bad. They were content to
accept wages and conditions which the native American and immigrants
of the older class had come to regard as unsatisfactory. They were not,
as a rule, engaged at lower wages than had been pald to the older
workmen for the same class of labor, but their presence in constantly
fncreasing numbers prevented progress among the older wage-earni:ag
class, and as a result that class of employees was gradually displaced,
(1I1.C. R, 38.)

Again, on page 540 of volume 1 of the same report:

It is hardly open to doubt, however, that the availability of the large
sugply of recent immigrant labor prevented the increase in wages which
otherwise would have resulted during recent years from increased de-
The low standard of the southern and eastern Euro-
an, his acceptance of a low wage and working conditions, his
ack of permanent interest in the occupations and community in which
he has been employed, his attitude toward labor organizations, his slow
assimilation, and his willingness, seemingly, to accept Indifferently,
without protest, certain wages and conditions of employment have ren-
dered it extremely dificult for the older classes of employees to secure
improvements in conditions or advancement in wages since the arrival
in considerable numbers of southern and eastern European wage earners.
(1 1. C. R., 540-041.)

On page 406 of volume 1 of this report, in explaining a table
showing the earnings of the heads of families, it is said:

It is evident from a comparison of the totals in the foregoing tables
that the native-born heads of families have a higher range of annual
earnings than those of foreign birth. The greater proportion of the
former earned vearly between $400 and $800, while the d;mater ogropor—
tion of the latter earned between $300 and $(§00. {1 L C. R., 406.)

It was also found that the foreign-born laborer received the
lowest wages; that the native-born children of foreign fathers
received somewhat better wages; and that the native-born la-
borers of native parentage received the best. Of the wages of
26,616 wage earners of all races and classes the report says:

It is seen that the average annual earnings of 22,038 forelgn-born
wage earners * * * wereonly * * * 3$455, as contrasted with
average yearly earnings of $566 for the 2,050 ¢ * of native birth
of foreign father, and of $666 for 1,454 native-born white wage earners
of native fathers. (1 I.°C. R., 408.)

In an effort to learn who are the large employers for whom
labor agents induce immigrants of the class mentioned to come
in millions, let us study the large industries:

A large proportion of the southern and eastern European immigration
of the past 25 years have entered the m.nuufacturln§ and mining indus-
tries of the Eastern and Middle Western States. (1 L. C. R, 87.)

IRON AND STEEL MANUFACTURING.

Of the total number of employees in the industry, 57.7 per cent were
found to be of foreign birth. * * * Of the total number of iron and
steel workers, 28.9 per cent were native born of native father, and 13.4
per cent were of native birth of foreign father. (11 C. R, 297.)

SLAUGHTERING AND MEAT PACKING.

1t was found that 60.7 per cent of the total number of wage earners

in the industry were of foreign birth, * * * Of all pmﬁployces. 24.8

or cent were of native birth and of native father, and 14.5 were native
Eorn of foreign afther. (1 I. C. R., 298.)

BITUMINOUS COAL MINING.

Of the total number of employees, 61.9 cent were of foreign birth;
9.5 per cent were of native birth, ‘but o forelgn father; and 28.5 per
cent were native-born persons of native father. (1 L C. R., 800.)

GLASS MANUFACTURING.

Of the total number of employees, 39.3 per cent were of foreign birth
%g.l-i)per cgnt were of m:.tjv:fl birth but of foreign father. (1 T‘c. R.:

WOOLEN AND WORSTED MANUFACTURING.

Of the total number of employees, 61.9 per cent were of foreign birth
24.4 per cent were of natlve b]gr of foreign father. (1 I C. R., 302.) A

COTTON GOODS MANUFACTURING,

Of the total number of employees, 67.7 per cent were of foreign birth,
21.8 per cent were of native birth but of Iorelgn father, and 9.4 per cent
were of native birth of native father. (1 1. C. R., 304.)

The first employees of the New England cotton mills were secured
almost exclusively from the farm and village population immediately
adjacent to the early cotton goods manufacturing centers. (1 I. C. R,

07.
Since the year 1885, and especinlly during the past 15 years, the
operatives of the cotton mills have been mainly recruited from the
races of southern and eastern Europe and from the Orient. (1 1. C. R,

11.

Tge Americans, who formerly composed the bulk of the cotton-mill
o tives in the North Atlantic States, at the present time form only
um one-tenth of the total number of employees in the cotton
mille, ¥ W persons native born of foreign father be added to
this pure American stock, or those native born of native father, the
total number of native-born operatives amounts to about three-tenths
of the t;iemti.ng forces of the North Atlantic mills. The remaining
part of the operathves, or about seven-tenths, is composed of employees
of foreign birth. (1 L C. R., 511.)

CLOTHING MANUFACTURING,

Of the total number of employees in the industry, 72.2 per cent were
of foreigm birth, 22.4 per cent were * * * native born of forel
Rth;gB?m only 5.3 per cent were native born of native father. (1 L.

»

mand for labor.

FURNITURE MANUFACTURING.

Of the total number of amplo{ees 50.1 per cent were of foreign birth,
while 19.8 per cent were of native birth but of foreign father, and 21.2
per cent were native born of native father. (1 L C. R., 807.)

LEATHER TANNING, CURING, AND FINISHING.

Of the total number of employees, 67 per cent were of forelgn birth,
15.9 per cent were of native birth but of foreign father, and 11.4 per
cent were native born of native father., (1 L C. R., 309.)

OIL REFINING.

Of the total number of employees, 66.7 per cent were of forelgn birth,
21.5 per cent were of native birth but of foreign father, and only 11.8
per cent were native born of native father. (1 L C. R., 311.)

SUGAR REFINING.

Of the total number of emplo{ecs. 85.3 per cent were of foreign birth,
while 8.4 per cent were of native birth but of fore!gl father, and 6.3
per cent were native born of native father. (1 1. C. R,, 312.)

In 1913 President Taft vetoed a bill passed by Congress to
restrict and reduce immigration, and said in his veto message
that he did so for the reason given in the accompanying letter of
his Secretary of Commerce and Labor. Among the reasons
given by his Secretary, Mr, Nagle, in the attached letter is the
following:

. We need labor in this country, and the natives are unwillin
the work which the aliens come to do.
Cong., 3d sess., p. 3156 ; Senate Doc. 108T.

I have just shown what kind of work aliens come to do. I
have also shown who are the “ large employers” whose labor
demands are being supplied by labor agents and steamship
companies.

I call your especial attention fo the fact that all immigrants
gradually crowd out native Americans, and that new immigrants
crowd out old immigrants.

On these undisputed facts, I base the following suggestions:

First. The big employers whom the labor agents are supply-
ing with labor are the big protected industries, such as the
cotton, worsted, clothing, steel, and coal producers.

Second. While these big conecerns have sent our Republican
friends to the people to talk of protection for American labor, in
order to raise the prices of their goods, they have sent their
labor brokers to get the lowest type of cheap European labor
to hold down wages and living conditions and drive American
labor out of the great protected industries.

Third. If the labor people vote for such a program as this,
they will create in the minds of their fellow Americans a deep
fear that labor does not know enough or has not vigor enough
to take care of its own legitimate interests.

It will be noted that the highest figures for incoming immi-
grants were for the years beginning in 1903, when Republican
tariff laws were in force, and continued until 1914, soon after
the Underwood Act took effect, and that the Democrats, with
some patriotic Republican help, were the first to enact a law
restricting immigration by the exclusion of illiterates.

Another interesting and highly important consideration is the
attitude of organized labor toward this incoming throng. First,
the report of the Immigration Commission, volume 1, page 38,
shows that 10 years ago these newcomers did not merge into
the labor organizations easily, nor cooperate with them, but
competed for their employment on terms unsatisfactory to
Ameriean labor. I am informed that American labor organiza-
tions of the most pronounced American type did not at first
take favorably to having this ignorant and somewhat degraded
mass drawn info their organizations, and at first excluded
them; that later, when they saw these new millions of incom-
ing foreigners ready to take their places in the mines and fac-
tories; that when they talked to their employers of better pay
and better conditions they saw the foreign throng waiting for
thelr work, and were thereby forced to take them into their
organizations; that after being forced to take them in or be
completely displaced, they now find them gaining the ascendency
in numbers, and often giving an irresponsible and radical char-
acter to the organizations which they are capturing, while their
American brothers find it necessary to cooperate with them, or
acquiesce in their radical tendencies, rather than lose all touch
with them and be crowded out of the industries of the country.
From this bad part of the foreign element comes much that
eauses American labor brotherhoods to be accused of contract
breaking and radicalism.

What are Americans in the unions to do? Work with them as
best they can, and hold on to their own jobs, or give up the unions
and the work to them and try to meet their foreign millions in
unequal competition for a place fo toil? If the unions are sur-
rendered to them, they will go to worse excess, Americans of
the laboring classes in the sections where these men have come
have been placed in a perilous position by their coming. Their
fellow Americans should recognize it and give them such hear-
ing and recognition as will enable them to get what is right
and increase the hold of Americans upon American labor.
Laboring people? should oppose radicalism, help arrest immigra-
tion, and take less seriously the Republican talk about protect-
ing American wages, :

to do
Recorp, Feb. 14, 1913, 63d
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Yet another suggestion arises from these facts for your con-
sideration. Just now your commiftee is besieged with appeals
from industrial employers not to close the door against incom-
ing labor. This fact, considered with the other facts, should
advise American labor that these people are still to be brought
here to take their places. The interests of labor require that
it be protected from the importation of an endless supply of
European pauper labor.

The public, the millions of Americans, are entitled to have
their country protected from Europeanization by the importa-
tion of this un-Americanized European mass.

What are employers thinking? Do they realize that the
worst, most radical element is now found in the bad portions
of the foreign element? Will they replace each relay of em-
ployees with another still less American, still more infected
with the virus of socialism, radicalism, and anarchy; still less
subject to the appeal of order and Americanism? At this rate
how long will any property be protected, any order maintained,
any cherished American institution be perpetuated?

Industry may pile its present profits higher by such a
course, but it is surely making provision for the destruction
of the very property which industry would accumulate.

Labor, the general American public, and employers them-
selves, if moved by enlightened self-interest, will join in build-
ing barriers against that which will injure and eventually ruin
all.

That vast masses of them are not becoming good Americans
is known to everyone who has observed them or the effect of
their presence. They are having the rights of citizenship be-
stowed upon them as they move in herds through the court
rooms. As members of a subcommittee of two, assigned to that,
I and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Witson] sat
through an entire daily session with one of the New York Oity
judges while sitting as a court of naturalization. First, let me
say that the judge seemed conscientious and capable; I have
no criticism to make of any clerk, inspector, or officer of the
Government whose work I observed. We entered the room a
few minutes before the judge and occupied seats at his desk.
The room was then jammed full of aliens, not one of whom I
heard at any time pronounce his name so that I could under-
stand it. The room was so full of them and their witnesses
that no effort was made to seat them all. I was told that there
was another room full waiting fo enter as soon as there was
space for them. When the judge entered, the procession was
formed and moved under the direction of policemen in much
the same manner as an officer conirols traffic at a busy street
crossing. Each alien waiting to be made a citizen, with few
exceptions, was accompanied by two witnesses. As that pro-
cession started past the judge, I soon decided that the appli-
cant was being examined as to the legal requirements, and his
two witnesses heard, and the oath administered to him at the
rate of one case a minute or faster—not one witness a minute,
but the applicant and the two witnesses heard and the oath
of allegiance administered in one minute. Looking at my watch,
I carefully counted the nmumber of cases disposed of in five
minutes and found the number to be 10. Doubting the ac-
curacy of that count, I kept my watch before me and made a
score mark as each case was disposed of. During that five
minutes eight cases were heard and disposed of. In 90 minutes
125 cases were heard, which included the examination of 125
aliens and substantially 250 witnesses. In 90 minutes 375
people had given testimony, interspersed with a few remarks
by the judge and officers, and many such expressions as, “ That'’s
all!” “Step this way!” “Step lively!” from policemen, as
they rushed the herd by the court. An average of less than one-
quarter of a minute—15 seconds—was consumed in examining
each applicant and witness. An officer read the oath of alle-
giance in a hurried, mufled whisper while the witnesses were
marching past the judge. Such is the manner of making United
States citizens of people whose efforts to speak English few
Americans or none could understand, and whose answers about
America and its Government would shame an average 6-year-
old American child.

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOX. Yes.

Mr. DONOVAN. There is no question but that the require-
ments of the Government were complied with in these instances,
is there?

Mr. BOX. No very serious contention could be made that
they were doing it.

Mr. DONOVAN. That they were or were not trying to do it.

Mr. BOX. Understand, I appreciate the environment and
difficulty up there, and I will join with my committee in doing
anything I can to help remove the obstacles; and I want to
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make plain, as I tried to do a moment ago, that I am not
reflecting on any man.

Mr. DONOVAN. The point I was making was this. I came
from a New England city, as a member of the New England
bar, to the New York bar. My first impression when I went
into a New York court was that the procedure was so unusual
to what I was accustomed to in New England I doubted
its efficiency, but after I became a resident of New York and
saw the great volume of business and the great dispatch that
had to be employed and learned that real results were obtained
just as good as in New England, I then wondered why it was
not just as good as the New England practice.

Mr. BOX. I will say this: The dispatch was there. [Laugh
ter and applause.] They had policemen there and their main
words were *“ Step lively,” *“ Step quick,” “ Come this way.”
They heard a man’s testimony and did not ask 1 in 10
whether he was an anarchist; they heard his witnesses and
swore him to allegiance to that flag, in a muffled whisper, while
his witnesses marched past the court.

In the same farcical manner are examinations made of ship-
Joads of aliens on the ships in the harbor when about to be
admitted to America. Of course the acting superintendent
had to admit to one who saw it that it was a farce, as he did
to me,

This claptrap talk about Americanism amounts to nothing.
The question is whether a man really wants America to be pre-
served for Americans. If he is the right kind of an American,
he is generous and brave, but at the same time he believes in
providing for his own household. I have not very much respect
for the man whose patriotism is so thin or whose allegiance is
so divided that he has to look two ways—iry to please two
masters—when he considers questions affecting the welfare of
his country. [Applause.]

The American people should look into the question of the
number being admitted, the question of their distribution, and
the manner in which they are being made American citizens.
[Applause.]

Gentlemen, this problem needs the thoughtful, practical atten-
tion of Congress and the country. I am making this statement
to bring this serious situation before you and the people. When
I became a Member of this body I resolved to do something
more than talk about this momentous question, with its bearing
upon us and our children who are to succeed us. I sought and
obtained a place on the committee which has this subject in
charge and have attended every meeting of the committee. As
a member of the subcommittee I spent several days in New
York, the port through which most of these immigrants enter
the country, studying the problem there, and seeking to provide
a remedy for it. I shall continue to give my best thought,
attention, and labor to it, and urge upon the committee, upon
Congress, and upon the country such measures as will save our
country from threatened ruin, by the changing of America from
a home for Americans to a Babylon of strange voices, strange
faces, strange un-American ways, a place from which the spirit
of America has taken its departure—another Europe, another
Orient. May the God of Nations save us and our children from
such a calamity. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. LIrTLE].

Mr, LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, as the only Member of either
branch of this Congress who has ever been employed in the Diplo-
matic Service of his country, I always take an active interest
in this Diplomatic and Consular bill. In view of the part our
Government is taking in the affairs of the world the four
hours granted for general debate on this bill could be well em-
ployed in discussing the bill. When Cleveland assimilated
Hawali, 25 years ago, Cherif Pasha, first secretary of foreign
affairs for Egypt, said to me, “Your country is going into
politics.” He meant world politics, Since we have embarked
in the world’s affairs on a big scale, this Congress should give
more serious eare to this bill. The State Department does not
give much thought to it.

Glancing at the bill, on page 2 I see something that is worthy
of a moment’'s consideration from the ‘committee. We send
these ministers to foreign countries, and occasionally we find
a little country where we can not afford to send a minister,
and we appoint a man to represent two countries, Heretofore,
last year and before, I have had occasion to call attention to
some of the idiosyncrasies of the service, and said to the com-
mittee and the State Department what might be remedied. My
suggestions got no consideration in the House, but when this
foreign bill came here for conference they were remedied. The
Senate had fixed most of them, and I found them in the bLill
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after it came back from conference. I wanf to throw ont one

or two suggestions now in the hope that the Senate will get at

thlwm or perbaps the committee will make the needed changes
ere.

We have an ambassador to Belgium and a minister to the
Netherlands, and in this bill the little State of Luxemburg is
tacked onto the jurisdiction of the Netherlands minister. The
territory of Belgium lies between Luxemburg and the Nether-
lands. If Luxemburg has to be attached to some minister's
dnties, it should be attached to the duties of the fellow that
gocs to Belgium. His domicile Is immediately adjacent to
Luxemburg. The minister to Holland ean not go directly to
Luxemburg except by passing through Belgium. The Belgian
minister zets $17,600 a year, and the Netherlands man gets
only $12,000, and if there is not to be any extra man, let the
E]S;'T.:ﬂl man do the extra work Luxemburg should go with

elgium.

1 find the minister to Greece carries {he burden of Montenegro.
That country immediately adjoins Serbia, and the ple speak
the same tongue. There is an intervening country between
Greece and XMontenegro, a great mountain counntry, difficult to
pass through, and a long distance away. If you are going to
attach Montenegro to the duties of another minister, as I sug-
gested two years ago, you ought to give it to the minister to
Serbia, the one immediately adjacent, Those two countries are
entirvely alike, and the work is the same in both. My idea is
you ought to apply the rule of coromon sense to the matter, just
as everybody would except a diplomat. I throw out these two
suggestions now in the hope the change will be made.

Mr. GREEN of Towa, Wil the gentleman yield?

Mr., LITTLE. I will,

Mr, GREEN of Jowa. The gentleman is aware, of course,
that the Paris conference is disposing of these people according
to its own sweet will?

Mr. LITTLE. I ecan speak of it, can T not, even if that is
true?

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Oh, yes.

Mr. LITTLE. For a moment I am going to take the diplomat’s
attitude, and T take it from the State Department's view, that is
a sensible one,

I read here:

Agent and consul general at Cairo, $G,300.

This man is not agent and consul general at Cairo. He is
the minister to Egypt. His dominion and power extend all over
Dgzypt, 2,000 miles up the Nile, and acress the Red Sea fo Jedda,
the seaport of Mecea. He holds a place of eonsiderable respongi-
bility. On one occasion I was addressing the Sultan, on an
official occasion, and I spoke of the agent at Cairo. Those diplo-~
mats are very jealous of their prerogatives. The wife of one of
my eolleagues sald to me, “ I notice that you are appointed at
Cairo, not to the rest of the country.” . I was a liftle embar-
rassed. The American representative there shounld be as well
accredited as his colleagues. You would assist the man who has
that job and make it a little easier and nicer for him Iif instead
of saying “agent and consul general to Cairo’ you would say
“agent and consul general to Egypt.” 1t would not cost a cent,
and it would put his office in a position of being more highly
respected there. Cromer, my colleague in 1802 and 1883, was
agent and consul general, too, but his country gave him the rank
in their service of minister resident though he was agent to
Egypt.

"1\-5“», I would be glad if some member of the committee would
tell us how some of these countries got in here in this bill,
although It is all right with me. I see here Czechoslovakia and
Poland have ministers. I suggested two years ago that they
ought to be put in here, and the committee told me that the State
Department had informed them that it could not be done because
there was no treaty with them, though they had Ausiria-Hun-
gary, with whom we were at war, in the bill—

Mr. BLANTON. M. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LITTLE., Yes

Mr. BLANTON. It was done on the gentleman’s suggestion.
[Laughter.]

Mr. LITTLE. I thank you. It seems I am a greater power
than I thought T was. . [Launghter.]

Mr. PORTER. I will say to the gentlemman that the independ-
ence of Poland and Czechoslovakia was recognized in January
of last year.

Mr. LITTLE. Who recognized them?

Mr. PORTER. The President of the United States.

Mr. LITTLE. Who runs this Government, anyway? Is it
the Congress of the United States who make the laws, or is it

the President?
Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?
AMr. LITTLE. Yes.

Mr, BLANTON. I would suggest that it is the steering com-
mittee, [Laughter.]

Mr, LITTLE. Oh, that is doing very well, so far. I hope it
will keep it up. I am glad its ability is recognized by the
gentleman. [Laughter.]

These gentlemen down at the State Department, it appears,
have now recognized Poland and Crechoslovakin. I amr glad of
it, but really there ought to be a treaty. Things should not run
loosely thisway. Congress should take care of such things instead
of letting the State Department run wild. But I suggest that
we should go a step further. Why do we not recoguize some of
these other countries, as, for instance, Armenia and Georgin?
There are two Christian peoples who stepped of their own ae-
cord into this war and declined all offers from the enemy and
fought on our side. One hundred and sixty thousand Armenians
were engaged in this war on our side. YWhen they were pouring
back from the Russian front with the rest of the Russian Army
the Armenians came by train to Baku, from Russis, and could
get no farther, and found themselves surrounded by a horde of
Moslem Tartars. The Armenian Bagratouni, who had been
Kerensky's chief of staff, organi them and took possession
of Baku. They fought for several weeks and conquered the
Turks and the Tartars there, and held Baku for months and
months. We did not know—noboedy knew—what had happened
at the time. A great victery had been won for the Allies,
Central Asia had been taken for the Allies.

The leader in that movement, Gen. Bagratouni, has been here
for weeks and no hand extended to welcome him. This one-
legged hero of the Caspian should have recognition here,
and his nation should have recognition. How does it happen
that Armenia and Georgia are not recognized as well as Poland
and the Czecks? We have cheered in our galleries several
splendid soldiers of European nations, nene of them more worthy
of our applanse than the Armenian. He is as much entitled to
recognition as any other hero of the war. There is Gen,
Andranik, the mountain chieffain, who fought the Turks fo a
standstill and aectually won Armenia's independence en the
field of battle, It was agreed that Armenia'’s existence should
be recognized by the Turks themselves. Why does not our Gov-
ernment recognize it?

Andranik has a record not surpassed by any in all the stories
of forlorn hopes for freedom. There is a splendid chaoee
now to send a minister to- Armenia without it cesting us a cent,
There is no mivister or ambassader to Turkey provided for or
mentloned here. That is a very funny feature in this bill. But
I turn over the pages and I see that there is $26,200 to be ex-
pended on the Turkish Embassy for secretaries and assistants
and clerks and students—$26,200 appropriated here, and no
minigter or ambassador, Let some one explain that if he can.
If you have not an ambassador, how are you going to have an
embassy ? There sheuld not be any minister te Turkey unless
there is one to Armenia. We owe recognition to them more than
we do to the Turks. What I suggest ought to be done is to
amend this bill se that you will have a minister to Armenia,
Georgia, and Turkey. Why $20,200 for clerks and students in
Constantinople?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Very desirable places for deserving
Demoerats,

Mr. LITTLE. But their time is so short. Establish a minis-
ter at Tiflis, to Armenia, Georgin, and Turkey. You ecan take
this 526,200 and put them all in, and it will not cost you a cent.
Neither will the advice I am giving you, I will say te the com-
mittee, [Laughter.]

If the State Departiment or the President eould recognize Po-
land and Czechoslovakia, as I understand it can and has,
let it aiso reeognize Armenia and Georgia. They have at Tiflis
almost as splendid a eity as this is, with beautiful palaces and
noble buildings, They have big newspapers, almost as big as
those here. They have a great city te send a minister to. That
is my suggestion. Send a minister to Armenia and Georgia and
Turkey ; put them in the bill. When Allenby beat the Turks be-
low Pamaseus 8,000 Armenjan veterans were with him and
100,000 Turks were away fighting Armenians toward BErzerum,
where Andranik had become one of the Orient's resplendent
and chivalric figures, a nation's hero. Let us welcome him and
Bagratouni by according Armenia recognition and a minister.
Is this a Christign Nation? Then let us recognize in this bill
the oldest Christian people, over whom the star of Bethlehem
swung sixteen | years ago. the President ean recog-
nize one nation, we can appropriate the money for another,
[Applause]

The CHAIRMAN,

My, L¥TTLE, Mr. Chairman, T ask unanimous consent to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The time of the gentleman from Kansas
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest?

There was no objection. ;

Mr, PORTER. Mr, Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burge].

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is ree-
ognized for five minutes,

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in answer
to the remark of the gentleman from New York [Mr. HusTED],
that “if sections 1 and 2 were taken out of the sedition bill no
man with red blood in his veins would dare vote against the
bill.”

As a member of organized labor, I want to say that the four
railroad brotherhoods and the American Federation of Labor
denounce anti-Americanism and anarchy and are as loyal to
this American Government as any Member of Congress. I want
to declare myself, first, as an American citizen who still believes
in and reveres the Constitution of the United States; and, second,
as an American citizen who believes in the wisdom and the
justice and the divine inspiration of those greatest of all
Americans, the fathers of our country, the creators of American
liberty, when they wrote into that covenant of liberty, the Con-
stitution of the United States, these words:

Congress shall make no law * * * abridging the freedom of
speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble,
and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.

Such bills as these are an insult to the intelligence and loyalty
of the American people. There is and there can be no question
that the masses of the American people are for their country
first, last, and all the time; [applause] that they would willingly
and generously shed their lifeblood in defense of that country.
[Applause.] This has been demonsirated beyond all shadow of
doubt in the World War just ended, when the noblest youth
of America crossed the ocean to bear arms in defense of Ameri-
can prineciples of truth, liberty, and justice; when American
families gave up their loved ones with a spirit of patriotism bor-
dering on the divine.

In every village, city, and State of the Union there are broken
hearts and saddened homes on account of the ravages of the war,
and it is from these homes and the hearts of these people that
the strongest cry comes for the survival of democracy in this
land.

We hear talk of discontent existing in the country, and we
actually know there is discontent and unrest.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has expired.

Mr. BURKE. Would the gentleman let me have a few min-
utes more?

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman five
minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is recognized for five min-
utes more.

Mr. BURKE. But laws such as this will only add fuel to
the flames, for I want to say right here that the discontent
existing is a natural discontent brought about by the proposal
of laws and the enactment of laws which encroached upon the
constitutional rights of the people of America. If there is one
thing the people of this country love, it is their sense of Ameri-
can freedom; if there is one thing they guard with jealousy, it
is their constitutional rights, and the American people are not
going to tamely submit to the taking away of those rights.

Burdened down with the high cost of living until the wage
earner to-day can not make ends meet, realizing that an un-
scrupulous system of profiteering is prevalent in the country,
and that nothing is being done to bring the profiteers to jus-
tice or to lower the cost of living, the people naturally and
rightfully voice their discontent and disapproval.

According to the press report of the country, during the period
of war 17,000 millionaires were created, which means $17,000,-
000,000 more of private wealth garnered out of a Nation’s woe
and a people’s misery. If Congress would turn its guns upon
these newly made millionaires and endeavor to find out just
how they made the millions, and let the common people of the
Nation alone for a little while, I think some of the unrest would
disappear, for the people would think that possibly there was
some hope of them getting a * square deal.”

I am opposed to the sedition bill because it is vicious in
character, subtle in meaning, and is one of the most damnable
schemes ever perpetrated against a free and liberty-loving
people. It is a blot upon the Nation. In my opinion, its sole
purpose, its one intent, Is to hold in subjection the working
people, to crush labor, to deny the common people the right of
public speech, the right of public assembly, the right to offer
protest against any intolerable political or industrial condi-
tions. [Applause.]

Mr. FLOOD. I yield 10 minutes to the gentlemansfrom Texas
[Mr. BraxToN]. -

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, from time to time something
has been said of the power exerted over this Congress and
over legislation by a party steering committee, I wish my
party had a strong steering committee. I am beginning to
believe in steering committees to a certain extent; because when
I can see the leader of a steering committee crack the whip,
and in 15 minutes fill these seats here with 160 Republicans
and keep them on the floor for hours to pass a bill in ac-
cordance with a prearranged understanding, as was done yes-
terday afternoon, I begin to believe in that sort of business.
And it might not be so bad after all, because the steering com-
mittee is composed of Representatives in Congress who are sup-
posed to represent the people of the land. But I am going to
tell you of a power that makes the power of the Republican
steering committee look like 30 cents. I am going to tell you
who is the real dictator of this Congress and of legislation in
this land ; not the Republican steering committee, if you please,
but it is the president of the American Federation of Labor who
comes to this Capitol from time to time and who gives orders
and who has his orders obeyed.

On last Saturday I called attention on the floor of the House
to the fact that the New York papers that morning had told
the country that Mr. Gompers had stopped the bringing in of a
rule making in order the Graham sedition bill, which had the
approval of the Republican steering committee, yet, regardless
of such approval, was held up by order of Samuel Gompers. A
futile attempt was made to intimate that something else had
stopped it. But in the next morning's paper the facts were
made plain to the people of this country, because the statement
was then made and sent broadcast over the land by Mr. Samuel
Gompers that he opposed this bill and that same must not he
passed. Then the public became aware of the fact that ié
really was Samuel Gompers who was setting aside the action
of the Committee on the Judiciary and the Republican steering
committee and was holding back this legislation.

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. BLANTON. I am sorry I can not. I have not the time,

Mr. BROWNE. 1 want to ask a Drief question, whether
Attorney General Palmer——

Mr. BLANTON. I refuse to be interrupted, and I ask the
Chair not to take this out of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman refuses to be interrupted.

Mr. BLANTON. Because I want to tell the gentleman some-
thing that possibly he knows but does not publicly admit.
Who appeared before the Rules Committee yesterday morning
in opposition to this bill? Why, Mr. Samuel Gompers, presi-
dent of the American Federation of Labor, Mr, Gompers was
the chief figure there, backed up by his attorney and his co-
horts, and he said he did not want that bill passed. And what
did he do? He came with a threat, as usual; a threat to
whom? Not to the Congress, because he has already threat-
ened Congress, but to the Republican Party, which controls the
passage of legislation here. He told the chairman of the Rules
Committee almost in the first breath what the distingnished
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BrownE] told you awhile ago,
that in 1798, when the last peace-time sedition bill was passed
in this country, he said the old Whig Party passing it was de-
feated, destroyed, and went out of memory because through
punishment it was put out of power by the people of the coun-
try, intimating to the Republican Party that if they let this bill
go through they would suffer defeat at the hands of 5,000,000
organized members of unions in the country. Did it have any
effect? Such orders as he gave could have but one effect,
Why, the Washington Times came out immediately and said
the sedition bill was buried; that it was dead; and my friend
from Kansas [Mr. CAmeperr], the chairman of this great com-
mittee, came out afterwards and said, * Oh, it is because the
newspapers of the country do not want the bill.” And he in#i-
mated that there were some newspapers from my State which
did not want it. I will state to the gentleman [Mr. CAMPBRELL
of Kansas] that he can not name a bona fide, loyal newspaper
in Texas that objects to a reasonable, proper antisedition law.
I challenge him to do it. The Houston Post, the Dallas News,
the Star-Telegram, the Fort Worth Record, the San Antonio
Express, the Waco Times-Herald, the Austin papers, the El
Paso papers, I challenge him to show that any of such papers
as that object to a proper sedition law to stamp out anarchy
in our beloved Republic.

Are the Attorney General and the law-enforcing peace officers
of this land going to be forced by your action and mine to have
bodyguards follow them day after day and night after night to
keep them from being assassinated? Why, my friend from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Burke], says what Mr. Gompers said, that
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this bill sought to shackle labor. When Mr. Gompers said that
the chairman of the committee said, *“ Mr, Gompers, pleage furn
to the provision in that bill that you claim seeks fo shackle
labor,” and he could net do it. He had to turn to his attorney
and let his attorney point .out ‘the supposed paragraph. Then
he said that it sought to shackle them because it prevented them
from using moral force to:change the Constitution. Thereupon
the distinguished :chairman of the Judiciary Committee arose
and -explained that moral force was not involved in the bill, and
that it did not in any way restrain any newspaper, any public
speaker, or any individual, unless they advocated the overthrow
of this Government by physical force and violence. Does this
bill seek to resirain the use of moral force? No. Does it inter-
fere in any way with the constitutional right of free speech and
free press? Nogj it does not. You ean not find .a loyal news-
paper in the land that wwill ever he hampered or restrained in
any way by the provisions of this bill. But should an anarchist
paper like Freedom preach anarehy, or preach the overthrow of
this Government by physical force :and wiolence, it will reach
them, and it ought to reach 'them, and it ought to hang thelr
editors as high a8 Haman. And when:a public gpeaker gets upon
the rostrum is there anything in this bill that will prevent free
speech? Is there anything that will prevent his advocating a
change in the 'Constitution by lawful means? Why, no; unless
in the attempt to exercise his .constitutional prerogative he
geeks to advise the people of the country to use physical foree
and violence to throw mside their Constitution and 'to overthrow
their Government. Then it does tounch them and veaches them,
And the dirty scoundrels ought to be reached by law and prap-
erly punished. Are you surprised that the anarchists of the
country «do not want i law against anarchy? Why, law inter-
feres with ‘their business. Are you surprised that murderers.do
not like a law against nourder? Law and punishment interfere
with their murdering. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Burke] frankly says that he is.against sedition laws, and inti-
mates 'that all other nnion men are against sedition laws, be-
cause same might incite trouble with anarchists. Let me ask
him, Is he likewise against the law teo punish murder? Seditious
acts culmingte in murder, and mo murderer likes the law that
punishes the crime of murder. Ishe likewise against the law to
punish burglary because burglars do naet like it? No burglar
likes either law .or punishment. s he against tlie law to punish
rape because rapists do net like rthat Jaw? Ig he afraid that
such laws may dncite murderers, burglars, and rapists to com-
mit erime?

AMr. BURKE. I:shonld like to .answer that question.

Mr. BLANTON. I willlef you answer it later, but I must use
my own time.
tleman.

All right. I do not want to 'interrupt the gen-

Ar. BLANTON. 1 svould gladly yield to the gentleman, had
T the time. Do ot take this ont of my time, Do you know
that it is no lenger the money power of the country that elects
amen ‘to Congress now and men to the legislature and men to the
governor's chair? Why, the money power is past. That antoe-
racy is gone and forgotten. The biggest autocracy that .exists
in this Nation to-day is the autocracy that stopped this sedition
bill. Samuel Gompers is the presiding autocrat. There is the
autoeracy. His is the power that fills public office and mnkes
and unmakes laws just now, because the peaple have not yet
fully awaked. Are you men going tobe bigenough to vote your
gentiments? And wifh the exception of about five men who
Tiold mniondlabor cards in this House, your real heart sentiments
are the same as my sentimernts, and vou know it. You have got
the same feelings on this matter that I have got. You know
thut the people of the United Btates are dominated by an organ-
ized clasg and are not getting o square deal. Are you not brave
enough in wyeur representative capacity, in behalf of all ithe
people, to get up here and pass a proper sedition law, and let
Mr. Gompers go where 1 once told him 1o go swhen he was
sending me orders, which instead of wbeying I told him to go
to hell.

Mr. BURKI. He did not go, though, did he?

Mr. BLANTON. No; and I.do not want him to go there. I
hope he-does not, but he has no business telling me or any other
CUongressman what 'we #hall or £hall mot «do, or to threaten us
=0 often. He has no right o makea threat against the Repub-
Tican Party and make your leaders shake in their shoes. He
has no right to come in here and stop legislation needed for the
country.

There s a proper mode of .changing the Constitution. This
bill does not take away from may brother union membar of my
good friend from Pennsylvania any right to change the Consti-
tution lawfully in accordance with its terms,

The political spokesman on the fioor of the THouse for the
Republican Party, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Ropex-
BERG], can not eamonflage the issue by msserting that the Attor-
ney Genernl has “ cold feet.” Gen. Palmer personally advised
Chairman Caarrpery that— '

A crimingl element exists | ¥ : !
except through a sedition Inwlguggl?:se?‘?%t?mﬁzg g;ﬂhig:t i el

The members of the Rules Committee know full svell that ‘the
bill introdueed by Congressman DAVEY was specially ‘prepared
by the Attorney ‘General as the legislation needed. A\Vith his
letter-gent ‘to the Rules 'Committee and read at the hearing yes-
terday the Attorney General sent n copy of the sedition bill ‘he
wanted passed, and urged its prompt passaze, and reiterated
that he needed it passed to stop anarchy ‘in ‘this country. The
people -are ‘going ‘to wake up soon anfl resume mastery. They
can not be fooled. They know that it was Somuel Gompers’s
orders which has stopped ‘this bill, and ‘the people are going to
resume electing Congressmen and all other officers hefore long,

Mr. BURKI. 3Mr. Chairman, the genfleman from Texns
[Mr, Braxrton] in his remarks put a pointed question to me,
I should 1like to answer it.

The OHATRMAN. ‘The genfleman can not 'be heard without
getting time from one of the gentlemen in control of the time,

Mr. BURKE, T hope the chairman will give ‘me fime to
answer the guestion. Tt will not take long.

fln.*i!:_e gOHAlRTERMANR : 'Il‘his is out of order.

; % ‘¥ield five ‘minutes to the gentlem T
Ohio [Mr. Earerson]. Ve e

Mr. EMERSON. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the House,
when I was home during the holiday vacation T had a letter
handed to me in Cleveland by Mr. Oharles V. Toland, which
I should Tike to insert in the Recomp. T have always believed
that our diplomatic corps and the Navy should be used as much
as possible within reason to advance the commerce of this
country, and T ask mnanimous consent to extend my remarks in
the Recorn by inserting this letter.

Mr., WALSH. What is the letter about?
the gentleman has referred to?

Mr, EMERSON. Yes.

‘The CHATRMAN. Is there ohjection to the reguest of the
gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

The letter is as follows:

Is it dbout what

CLEVELAND, Om10, January 5, 1922,
Hon. HExnY 1, EMERsox, M. C,,
Washington, D, O,

Dran Sm: We wisgh to call your attention to‘the diffieulties which our
Mr. F. B, Anderson recentéy experienced in endeavoring to make a
business trip to Somth America. The facts are as follows:

The principal profuct of our factory is machinery used for pressing
oil from cocoanuts, peanuts, and other oil-bearing seéds. At the present
time we bave a large forcign trade in the Orient

It seems that the Centrnl and South American countries are produe-
ers .of large quantities of oil-bearing seeds from which valudhle edible
ofis ean be obtained.

<o present ln s SUDORLOES Lo Tor bt omafertnes 1h %0
ever, presen the opportune . or the manufacturers in the
Tnited Btates to obtain this Bouth American trafe.

With rthis in view ‘our Mr, 'F, B. Anferson planned n gix monthd® 9}
to Bouth Amerlea and '%gwideﬂ himself with credentials, (passporis, an
other papers. In fact, he visited the Agricultural Department at Wash-
ington, with whom we have ‘had extensive relations 'iu the way of
Tunning experiments for them at various times on oll-bearing seedls.

AMr. Anderson left New York on No 24 on the steamer [rozos
and arrived .at Ban Juan, P, B., November 24. Inasmupch as there
are no steamers from Porto Rico to'Sputh America, It was necessary for
him ‘to reach the island of Bt. Thomas, at which point the lines of
#tenmers for South America :toueh.

AWhile Doth Porto Rico and St. Thomas are now United States
slons, It seems, however, that there nre no connections between the two
{slands. While Mr. Anderson was at San Juan the United States @nm-
boat Vizen, which, b{r-the way, s a con yacht, ‘arrived December
2 from St.’Thomas, bringlng the admiral and his family for Chrisimas
shopping. Afr. Anderson ealled on Capt. 'White, of the Viren, andl asked
that he and Alrs. Anderson le #ransported to 'St ‘Thomsas, ond e
+to #ide on deck or 'in any other wn{- lma{amight wish. However, -Capt.
White nhsolutely ref to toke him, fing that It would be impos-
sible unless he were o Government cmployee. The Viren returncd to
Bt. Thomns in a day or two and came back again with a party .of peojile
who wished to be at Ban.Juan while Secretary Baker was there.

Mr. Anderson .asked Capt. White for passage and was again re-
fused. During the conversation he showed 'his creflentials to Capt.
White and ‘also explainell that he was not «on o pleasure itrip, and was
drankly told by Capt. ‘White that the Navy aid not think much of the
business man.

The upshot of the matier was that Mr. Anderson was finally ollized
to return to New York and is now in Oleveland, and possibly may mot
‘be alile to away this season, dnasmuch as all the ships going to
Sounth Ame: are booked up.

This seems to us to be a very poor policy on ‘the part of the United
States Government in not allowing Government yesscls to carry prm
in an .emergenecy of this kind, particularly as the Viren wis us i a
farry, and, furthermore. ag it todk only about six hours to £o from San
Juan to 8t. Thomas. The Firen on 'her trips only carried people who
Capt. White elalmed were .either Government .employees or their rela-
tives.

38£8-
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The British consul of San Juan stated that if a British warshlg
came In, he would gladly take Mr. Anderson over to Bt. Thomas, an
further stated that their navy made it a point to assist their people in
every way possible, and that they would gladly extend our people the
same_courtesy.

A Dutch warship came into the harbor while Mr, Anderson was there
and offered to take him to the island to which they were destined, but,
nnfortunate}y, there was no means of Mr, Anderson getting away from
this island for at least €0 (ays.

We feel, in view of the fact that the Gevernment is urging the peo%l‘e
in this country to get forelgn trade, that this matter is worthy of in-
vestigation, and that Capt. White or his superior officer should be
called to account for their attitude, which was certainly unbusinesslike.
It has certainly come to a great pass if boats which are paid for by the
people and for which the people are taxed can mnot be used except for
carryl.n§ naval and Government employees on pleasure expeditions,

oure, respectfull
. F‘ Tun V. D. ANpERSON CO.,
A, D. ANDERSON, Secretary.

Mr. PORTER. My, Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise. .

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, MappEN, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 11960, the
Consular and Diplomatic appropriation bill, and had come to no
resolution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows:

To Mr. O'CoxxyErLL, for one week, on account of illness,

To Mr. Storr (at the request of Mr. Byrxes of South Caro-
lina), on account of sickness.

EXTENSION OF EEMAEKS—RECLAMATION FUND.

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
insert in the Recorp a statement made by the president of the
Pecos Water Users' Association, Carlsbad, N. Mex., before the
Committee on Ways and Means. It is very interesting, and I
think it would be illuminating to some of us.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Mexico asks unani-
mous consent fo extend his remarks in the Recorp in the man-
ner indicated. Is there objection?

Mr, WALSH. How long an arficle is it? It is costing a good
deal of money to print the Recorp these days.

Mr. HERNANDEZ. It is not very long,
very interesting statistics in it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The article referred to is as follows:

BEFORE THE WAYS AxD MEANs COMAMITTER,
HoUse oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1920,
STATEMENT IN BEHALF OF ,000 LOAN TO THE RECLAMATION FUND
MADE BY FRANCIS C. TRACY, PRESIDENT PECOS WATER USERS’ ASSOCIA-
TION, CARLSBAD, N, MEX.

AMr. Chairman and gentlemen, we appreclate that the gravest possible
responsibility rests uﬁpon you, in that m!vou largely contrel the expendi-
tures and direct the financial policles of the Nation at this most critical
period. The spirit of unrest and discontent threatens eivilization itself.
At a time when jocreased production alone can sustain the finanecial
structure throu the delicate and difficult readjustment period
repair waste and when such increase is absolutely needed to feed and

the world, there is a universal slacking up in labor which is lead-

ing toward disaster. Patriotism reid.reﬂ us to g Btrict econom
» but economy alone will not pay m E%snstain el'lfge t

is n A
must be subordinated to the higher law of nature—produce and repre-
duce or perish,

The agricultural program offers such a }:rocednm—a concrete, safe,
and sane road toward a gradual reduction of the high cost of living by a
stesdd'inincreme in the produc?‘on of the necessities of life and a corre-
spon increase in the population and wealth of the Nation, thus im-
mediately alleviating the unavoidable burdens of taxation in two direc-
o a% on%,time.o f New York 11 t the prohl lefl

ator WADSwWORTH, of New York, recently pu 8 em br!

and eloguently when he wrote, * The relative decrease ﬁn the tnrming
Egpu]n on has become a menace to the Nation. It i{s as certain that this

vernment will be forced to take some definite action regarding the
settlement of land as it is that the British people will no longer tolerate
the ownership of the land of England for shooting preserves. Home
hunger is a primal thing. It is the desire to own homes which has
bmuﬁht millions of immigrants to the United States. Home owners are
the backbone of a self-governing nation, because necessarily they are
self-governing individuals.!” A constructive national land-settlément
l;urog‘ram offers a direct cure for Bolshevism, which is the greatest po-
ftical problem of the day. This problem is acute and demands imme-
diate solution. All those who have home hunger in thelr hearts must be
searched out and those who are competent must be helped upon the land,
whether soldlers, sailors, or long-neglected and undigested foreign immi-
grants, This must be done by private endeavor under Government puid-
ance, This program will lead to sclve the agricultural labor problem in
every Btate. If begun immediately it will offer opportunity for labor in
geltisaamlning, seli-feeding effort should any slac’ﬁng up occur in in-

ustry.

The program must be blg enough and broad encugh to get blg results
and to interest and focus the best minds of the Nation and thus stimu-
late private effort upon the same lines. Therefore Co ss must ini-
tiate and sustain this new enterprise upon the proper scale and scope to
arouse and to direct the patriotic effort of the whole Nation toward in-

There are some

creased uction and active labor along those lines which first lald in
the een original States the foundation of this magnificent, wealthy,
and imwertul Nation. The superstructure has entgrown this foundation,
and it is for us here and now to remedy this condition.

It is interesting and suggestive that although a call was made to mora
States, the 13 most westerly alone were represented in Balt Lake City
in November, and their representatives were the first to formulate a plan
for the part of the extreme West in this nation-wide land-settlement
rogram, which to them unanimously appears to be the one best adaptei

o their local conditions.' It is necessarily based upon. the national
reclamation act, adogted in 1902. This plan has to-day been presented
to you and affects the 17 so-called reclamation States.

We wish to eall your attention to the fact that these State:%ggm
in the

large producers of cattle, sheep, wool, alfalfa, cotton, and
iterns directly affecting the cost of living in every househol
United States—and they ccmprise the only large arca where the p:;lgguo-

tion of all these products can be rapidly and greatly increased. ese
products, you will note, complement rather than compete with the d-
ucts of the rain bel eties

even our cotton being of special long-staple v
ﬁrm only under tion. These products even mﬁuce the cost of
ving to every farmer's family.

We ask for very little present outlay in comparison to the immediate

roductive results to be obtained by the completion of works long since

n bi“the Reclamation Service, but disecontinued during the war for
Iﬂ.A gtal gjlds, labor, and material,

otal loan to the reclamation fund (not a direct appropriation) of
$250,000,000 to be pledged at once bece(msa of the m§ o? a_compre-
hens{ve and continuous constructive Droiram. and to avold all risk of
another period of sbutdown, waste, and osad such loan to be made in
installments as needed and to be appropriated for yearly expenditure at
the discretion of Congress in such amounts as will be most efficient, prob-

never more than $20,000,000 in any one year.

e yearly appropriation actually required may even probably be re-
duced by receipts from the sale of public lands and from coal, oil, and gas
leases, 80 as to materially extend the relief period, but it must be held
available for time of need.

If desired in the foture still further to reduce the annual loan install-
ments from the Treasury, this can be done by establishing a policy of
grazing leases or licenses upon the public domain within these States,
proc of which in t conld %g to the reclamation fund, or those
gmxigﬁ lands th ves might turned over to the Btates to be
gd.n:li tered as they see fit, certain proceeds therefrom to go to that

und.

Some such policy of range control and range improvement must soon
be established if meat production is to be and increased in
the great live-stock b ing area of the Southwest, which now furnishes
and must continue to furnish the larger portion of the feeders for the
corn belt and the g'rass lands of the Cen States and the North. Three
successive years of drought having sadlf i ated the range as well as
decreased the herds strongly emphasize this feature, as well as the
need for increased alfalfa production. The price of alfalfa in the South-
west has advanced from $8 to $35 and $40 per ton f. o. b. cars under
the present conditions.

Should this policy be inaugurated it may well be that this union of
the 13 States of the far West and their leadership will result in a new
birth of national consclousness, a renewal of national energy, and a new
era of national growth second only to that inaugurated by the 13 Bast-
ern States in 1776. Gentlemen, we ask your assistance and your coop-
eration, as we belleve, upon a thoroughly gound basis.

In behalf of New Mexico I append some statistics to

ort our argu-
ment and also to sustain the position that because we

ave been now

worklngngear]y 20 years under a definite reclamation program,
which largely influenced our State irrigation laws and practice, the
resulting le neial, and practical agricuttural and irrigation rami-
fications are such that all of our greater irrigation &roélems. and many
of the smaller, are so interdependent with Ini ts that we abso-
lutely can not move alone,
New Mexico wrigation statistics,

Total area of New Mexico fcres_. T8, 485, 760
Irrigated area (three-fourths of 1 per cent)———-__do_._. 6837, 215
Population of the State , 000
Population of irrigated area (66] per cent) e————______ 300, 000
Annual production irrigated area 25, 488, 600
Total bank deposits in irrigated area 30, 494, 000
Total valuation in State 75, 000, 000

valuation of irrigated area $38, 500, 000

24
Area under existing canals to be made available by in-

creased storage chiefly by reclamation funds.._acres... 150, 000
Increase avallable by completion of Rio Grande and

Carlsbad projects and canals at Taos and Fort Sum-

ner.. AcCres... 150, 000
Total possible inerease in irrigated ared— .- do--- 1, 0435, 000

To ilustrate the present interdependence of Irrigation, present and
future, in the State of New Mexico, both legal and pmctina.l, with the
reclamation Erogram of the United Btates, and the present acute situa-
tion which is br serious financial loss both to the settlers and
the United Btates by delay, it is c?roper to say that the two reclamation
projects in the Htate—the Rio Grande project, with a mpet investment
cost June 30, 1919, of $£2,295,904.75, and the Carlsbad project, net in-
vestment §1,904,577.85—are each, respectively, situated at the lower end
of the watershed of the two great north and south drainage areas travers-
ing the entire State, and under the State irrigation law hold an appropria-
tion right for stora‘?e which completely dominates these drainage areas.

On June 30, 1919, Carlsbad project construction charges had accrued
to the amount o:njézz,,ssa.so, all but $14,406.51 having been collected,
while under the Rio Grande no construction charges had been made or
collected becanse of bad draln.nge conditions and deferred construction

now practically at a standstill for lnck of funds. hile, many of
the settlers’ improved farms have ﬁone back and more are belng threat-
ened by the lack of drainage facilities,

Estimated acreage damaged by seepage June 20, 1019 ____ 80, 700
E:t*lmntod acreag protected by drains to June 30, 1919__ 57, 000
Estimated acreage to be protected by draims _________ R 147, 000
Cost of drainage to June 80, 1919 ____"""""""C $930, 535. 95

(HBee p. 263 of 18th Ann, Rept. of the Reclamation Serviee.)

1919 is aI;)pended
own and the annual return
ona and New Mexico,

Crop report for the Carlsba Prnject for the year
hereto to show the character of crops
therefrom on the southern projects in A
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Crop yield report of Carlsbad project for the year of 1919,

Yields. Values.
Crop. Area. | Unit of yield. it s
Total. Per unit
tal. 5 NG Mini. | of yield. Total. For acre.
Verage. | yum. | mum.
, 306 3.03 6 0.5 | $2).18 $429,974.00 $61.15
,041 | 135 400 25 245 30,199.00 33.11
, 396 21.15 2 2 1.73 2,42).00 36. 66
21 1.90 6 .4 14.61 10, 538. 00 27.80
556 1.30 4 2 15.73 8, 746. 00 20.38
1,797 | 21.80 45 10 1.57 17,773.00 32.85
2,725 9.75 % 2,76 7,528.00 27.00
Al s el 5,051 .58 =Sl et B T L pe el e o e i
Cotton 8,713 2,525, 805 75 1,262,000/00 | 124,96
167, 930.00 19.27
2.750.00 50,87
1,111.00 9.33
Fasture.. 23,535.00 21.79
Ite.aches....... 5,908,00 113.17
Pears.. ...l 585.00 £83.57
Polatoes, sweet 6, 055.00 288.3%
Wheat. ... .. ooais 10, 501.00 34.88
Total and AVATAEE. ... iccvsaiaiacmiisnsnnnissmnnnmansnsrss]| SHOIB |occvanersarmsanaliscssiosmnnlinsasnsnnrslasnsnmnnss|ianivasmas|iasionases 1,988, 540. 00 106.04
Loss duplicated Areas. . -.....ccecvscsceacsrencsossasonsinnasacasa| 8,920 i
sy T B 18,753
Irrigated for other poses:
Fall alfalfa N g L e 383
Falloabs Se0dngs . o L s e T s = 157
Irrigated without erop , 005 .
Lessduplicated areas. . . ... i aiciveissasunamnnianaian 1,610
Total OLhEr PUrPOSES. oo caioisciseanabrnsansassanaes 1,610
(e 2N T BTy o 2 S, S W S ety 20,333
Arcas. Acres. | Farms. |FPor cont
of project.
Total Hrigable ares fArms rEPOrLed. .. oo ccceeeicennsrrmsssssscsssassssnnssmasasssssnsananssssssssssnessemnnersnssssnrsssstnssnsssnssnmnnns 24,000.6 565 100
Totsl irrigated arca 1armS TePOIted . co e i ccicccieiiaaanssrsramrsmsrsssasrammeme st aasaamcetnamnrm s ss s samamanaar e s T 20, 363 565 18
Under water right applications. . ... ccocacssssssssrinrsemanssnsrssamstssssrssssrsnvrssyrr s ssassssscnssrransasnrasssanssanspassnsvens 24,990.6 565 100
Under rantal CON A0S . ... ccmcsnssscacsasasnsssancesbsiasssnasssrshaaranssannsrsssesarasssnrsssarenasntanrisasarastebonasnnsnanny Nono. ....................
cropped 8rea fArmS TePOT et . e e i cnncmracnaacssasramasrassmsarassavmrasenterne s e et s s s sty n AN a 18,753 555 75

SENATE BILL REFEERED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro-
priate committee as indicated below:

§. 411. An act to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims
to certify certain findings of fact and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary,
. ADJOURNMENT,

Mr. PORTER. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn. ]

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at b o'clock and 10
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday,
January 24, 1920, at 12 o'clock noon,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Tnder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’'s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a
tentative draft of a bill relative to promotion by selection in
the Navy (IL Doc. No. 628) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs
and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting
report required by the act approved June 25, 1910, covering the
period of December 1, 1918, to November 80, 1919, inclusive,
together with copy of a letter from the Commissioner of the
General Land Office (I1. Doc. No. 629); to the Committee
on the Public Lands and ordered to be printed.

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
an alternate estimate of appropriation required for salaries,
Metropolitan police, Distriet of Columbia, fiscal year 1921, to
comply with provisions of the act of December 5, 1919 (H. Doc.
No. 630) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the Federal
Board for Vocational Education for voeation rehabilitation for
the current fiscal year (H. Doc. No. 631) ; to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
alternate estimate of appropriation required by the Federal
Farm Loan Board for the fiscal year 1921 (H. Doc. No. 632) ;
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIIL, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 7629) to amend the penal laws of
the United States, reported the same without amendment, aec-
companied by a report (No. 580), which said bill and report
were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. COLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (S. 806) conferring jurisdiction on the
Court of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in the
claims of the Iowa Tribe of Indians against the United States,
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 581), which said bill and report were referred to the
House Calendar,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. ROSE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 7567) for the relief of G. T. and W. B.
Hastings, partners, trading as Hastings Dros., reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 583), which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:
By Mr. BRAND: A bill (H. R, 12010) for the erection of a
publie building at Covington, Ga.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounils,
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By Mr. VENABLE: A bill (H. R. 12011) to provide for the
copyright of educational games; to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr, FULLER of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 12012) concerning
the administration of the pension laws in claims for pensions
of persons who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of
the United States during the Civil War, and by the widows of
such persons; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 12013) for the recla-
mation of lands in the Imperial and Coachella Valleys, Calif.,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid
Lands.

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 12014) to provide a tariff
and to obtain revenme in commection with cobalt, oxide of, and
repealing existing laws fixing the rate of duty on such com-
modity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were Introduced and severally referred as follows:

. By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. I&. 12015) for the relief of the
Leavenworth Bridge Co., of Leavenworth, Kans. ; to the C.am
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. DICKINSON of Misseuri: A bill (IL R. 12016) grant—
ing an increase of pension to William F. Dines; te the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 12017) to reimburse Wil-
Iiam H. Flagg and E. B. ¥Flagg for property destroyed by mail
aeroplane No. 73, operated by the Post Office Department; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. GANLY : A bill (H. B. 12018) granting an increase
of pension to Willlam Xiley; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions

By Mr. HERSEY : A bill (I R. 12019) granting an increase
of pension to Isaigh G. Mayo; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12020) granting a
pension to Charles L. Kent; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 12021) granting & pension to Ida McCoy ;
to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12022) granting a pension to George W.
Murphy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. NICHOLS of Michigan: A bill (H. . 12023) grani-
l;g ;il pension to Louise M. McArthur; to the Committee on

ensions.

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (¥l R. 12(24) granting a pen-
sion to Sophia Schram; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROWE: A bill (H. R. 12025) granting an Increase of
pension to Margaret L. Burns; to the Committee on Pensiens.

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 12026) granting an increase
of pension to Robert W. MeFarland; to the Commitiee on
Pensions,

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 12027) granting a pension to
Sarah C. Bragg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 12028) to remove the
charge of desertion against William H. Mounce; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WILLIAMS : A bill (H. R. 12029) granting a pension
to John T. Burris; te the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12030) granting a pension te James C.

Overbee ; to the Committee on Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 1aid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

. By the SPEAKER : Petition of the Federal Council of the
Churches of Christ in America, of New York City, relative to
certain legislation now pending; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

1076. Also (by request), petition of First National Labor
Party, Bellville, 111., regarding the treatment of the mine workers
by the Department of Justice .during the recent strike; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

1077. By Mr. BROWNING : Petition of the Gloucester County
Pomona Grange, No. 8, of New Jersey, against universal military
training and a large standing Army; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

1078, Also, petition of the Gloucester County Pomona Grange,
No. 8, of New Jersey, protesting against renewal of the daylight-
snvlng plan; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-

107‘9 By Mr. CARSS : Petition of sundry citizens of the eighth
distriet of Minnesota relative to certain railroad legislation; fo
the Committee on Intergtate and Foreign Commerce,

1080. By Mr. CULLEN : Petition of 'the Ancient Order of Hi-
bernians, of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to the Mason bill; to
the Committee on Appropriations.

1081. By Mr. DARROW : Petition of the Cliveden Iimprove-
ment Association, of Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa., urging day-
light saving legislation ; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

1082, By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of John L. Lewis,
of the United Mine Workers of America, against the Sterling-
Graham sedition bills; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1083. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the United Mine
Workers of America, at Indianapolis, Ind., protesting against
Senate bill 3317 and House bill 11430 ; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

1084, Also, petition of A. M. Farrier, of the Easton Car &
Construoction Co., of New York City, protesttng against Senate
blm 3817 and House bill 11430; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

1085. Also, petition of the National Conservation Association
of Washington, D. (., against certain provisions in House bill
3184 ; to the Committee on Water Power.

1086. By Mr. ROWAN : Petition of Gifford Pinchot, president
of the National Conservation Association, regarding the water-
pewer bill (H. BR. 8184) ; to the Committee on Water Power.

1087. petition of Aloysius D. Mabry, first lieutenant,
United States Army, Cohoes, N, Y., regarding the protracted
hospital treatment for military personnel in the Army; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

1088. Also, petition of John L. Lewis, president of the Unitgd
Mine Workers of Amerieca, protesting against the sedition bills
now pending ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1089, By Mr. SMITH of Michigan : Petition of Frank P. Rog-
ers, commissioner of highways of Michigan, favoring the Kahn
bill (H. R. 9412) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

SENATE.
Saruroay, January 21, 1920.

(Legisiative day of Friday, January 23, 1920.)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock noon, on the expiration of the
recess,
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed
‘the following bills, in which it requested the coneurrence of the
fSenate:

H. R.11892, An act making appropriations for the construc-
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers
and barbors, and for other purposes; and

H. R.11927. An act to increase the efficiency of the personnel
of the Navy and Coast Guard through the temporary provision
of bonuses or inerease of compensation.

AMERICANIZATION OF ALIENS.

The Senate, ag in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 3315) to promote Americanization by
providing for cooperation with the several States in the educa-
tion of non-English-speaking persons and the assimilation of
for rn residents, and for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Sterrise]
as modified.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. KENYON. Before the Senator from Utah suggests the
absence of a quorum, will he wait & moment? The roll call
may serve two purposes. I should like to inquire of Senators if
4 unanimous-consent agreement can not be obtained fo vote on
the bill? I would suggest that we vote this afternoon, but, if not,
say Monday by 8 o'cleck. Such an agreement would necessitate
a call for a guornm, and if it is had now the call may accomplish
two purposes. Is there any objection so far as Senators present
are concerned ?

Mr, !%ITCHCOCE What hour on Monday does the Senator

suggest

Mr. KENYON. I suggest 8 o'clock on Monday, but 4 o'clock
would be satisfactory.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am not able to speak for those on this
gide who are absent, but as far as those here are conéerned we
would not have any objection to making it late in the afternoon
on Monday.

Mr. KENYON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from
Mississippi [Mr. Harrrson].
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